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2007 FARM BILL OPPORTUNITIES FOR 
VERMONT AND THE NORTHEAST 


Monday, March 12, 2007 

U.S. Senate, 

Committee on Agriculture, 
Nutrition, and Forestry, 

Montpelier, Vermont 

The Committee met, pursuant to notice, at 10 a.m., Vermont 
State House, Hon. Patrick Leahy presiding. 

Present or submitting a statement: Senators Leahy and Sanders, 
Representative Welch. 

Senator Leahy. Good morning. Welcome to the Senate Agri- 
culture Committee’s first field hearing this year examining the 
2007 Farm Bill. 

Just so people understand, we are going to have a series of these 
hearings around the country. Other senators will be doing different 
parts of the country. One of the reasons we are doing this one is 
that we wanted to make sure that people who might not otherwise 
be able to go to Washington could do this. There will be hearings 
in other States, the people who might not be able to appear in 
Washington at our other hearings can appear here; it will all be 
part of the record. 

We have Susan Keith here, who is Chairman Harkin’s deputy 
chief counsel, and Eric Steiner, who is here to represent Senator 
Chambliss. Senator Harkin is the chairman; Senator Chambliss is 
the ranking Republican member on the Committee. 

And so the rules will be those rules of the Senate. We will also 
hold the record open for 5 days to make sure that anybody that 
wants to add something to it, they can, and in your statements we 
the people who come to testify have prepared statements. We will 
put the statement in the record, and if you could keep your com- 
ments to just a few minutes. Your whole statement will be made 
part of the record, and after the record comes out, if you find things 
that you wish you had added to it, we will keep it open for that. 

I do want to welcome Senator Bernie Sanders and Congressman 
Peter Welch to the Senate Agriculture Committee. I am a former 
chairman of this committee, and as acting chairman today, I have 
invited them to come. Senator Sanders will be — because of some of 
his committees, be actively involved as we go through the Farm 
Bill. 

Speaker Pelosi and Majority Leader Hoyer had asked if we could 
have Congressman Welch here because he will be able to report 
back to his caucus what is going on, and so I ask unanimous con- 
sent to the Committee on its rules to allow them participate. 

(l) 
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I hear no objection. It is nice being chairman again. And Gov- 
ernor Douglas, of course, was kind enough to accept my invitation 
to appear and will testify in just a couple moments. 

STATEMENT OF HON. PATRICK J. LEAHY, A U.S. SENATOR 
FROM VERMONT 

Senator Leahy. We all know how important agriculture is to our 
State’s future. Farming in our State of Vermont is more than a job 
or an industry. It is a way of life. Our landscape is defined by our 
farms, our fields, our forests. And they define much of our econ- 
omy. In particular our agriculture economy depends on the hun- 
dreds of millions of dollars the dairy farmers bring to the State 
every year, so we have to make sure that remains a vital part of 
Vermont life. 

But our dairy farmers are not going to be able to survive unless 
they can receive a fair price for the milk our farmers produce, and 
with the current depression in milk prices, coupled with the ever- 
increasing fuel costs, near-record feed costs, it is almost a perfect 
storm operating against the dairy farmers, and we need help in 
making sure they get a fair price from the marketplace. 

I think everybody in the room would agree that the Northeast 
Dairy Compact was the single best tool for getting a fair price for 
milk out of the market and not from the government. But the cur- 
rent administration did kill the Compact in 2001. They had the 
votes to block it and, of course, the president’s veto pen to make 
sure it does not come up. 

In 2002 the Vermont Congressional Delegation led the effort to 
create the Milk Income Loss Contract, the so-called MILC program. 
This was modeled on the benefits of the Northeast Dairy Compact. 
The MILC program has delivered nearly $60 million to Vermont 
dairy farmers since 2002. Now, it is not perfect, but it has been an 
essential safety net for many of our farmers. Unlike the — many of 
the large commodity programs run by the Federal Government, the 
MILC program is targeted to small family run — generally family 
run farms, and it only kicks in when the milk market price plum- 
mets, so it really is targeted for small farms. 

But it expires in the coming month before the new Farm Bill will 
take effect, so we start with a baseline which is very little funding 
available for dairy programs in the next Farm Bill. It is a difficult 
challenge, but it is imperative, and I have spoken in the full com- 
mittee, full Agriculture Committee, that the program must be ex- 
tended for a short time to assure that dairy programs will have an 
adequate level of funding during the consideration of the Farm Bill. 
And actually, a lot of what you are going to say or hear here today 
will be part of the ammunition I will be able to use in that debate. 

There are a lot of other things. There are the important con- 
servation programs like the Environmental Quality Incentives Pro- 
gram, to rural development assistance for our communities, fund- 
ing to help working forestlands. We will hear how the Farm Bill 
can help that. 

And in case anybody thinks it is just commodities, remember, 
this legislation has one of the largest anti-hunger initiatives Con- 
gress will consider. Far too many people in our communities lack 
the ability to put food on their tables. In fact, the most recent sur- 
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vey of food security by the Census Bureau and the U.S. Depart- 
ment of Agriculture says that 35 million people in the United 
States live in households that face a constant struggle against hun- 
ger, 35 million in the wealthiest, most powerful Nation on Earth. 

I know that the Administration stated recently they had stopped 
using the word hunger. They call it food security instead. A hungry 
person knows what hunger is. It is almost like calling ketchup a 
vegetable. Hunger is hunger. And that is what we are going to call 
it in the 2007 Farm Bill. 

And finally, there are going to be new opportunities in the next 
Farm Bill to expand the agriculture economy in Vermont, on en- 
ergy production. Vermont is home to many emerging technologies 
like taking waste products to produce energy. We lead the Nation 
on a per-capita basis — now, this is interesting. We lead the Nation 
on a per-capita basis on organically certified farms. I take a certain 
amount of joy in that since, as I authored the 1990 Organic Farm 
Bill. So we want to find ways to expand that. 

Organics is the fastest growing sector in American agriculture, 
roughly about $14 million nationwide. We also want to talk about 
broadband coverage in Vermont. This also comes under Farm Bill. 
It is interesting what is in here, all the rural development, nutri- 
tion matters, organic, broadband. And so I will put the rest of my 
statement on the record. 

STATEMENT OF HON. BERNARD SANDERS, A U.S. SENATOR 
FROM VERMONT 

Senator Sanders. Senator Leahy, thank you very much for 
chairing this meeting, and thank you very much for your leader- 
ship on agricultural issues for so many years. The Vermont Delega- 
tion historically has taken saving family farms very seriously, and 
I’m proud of the leadership role that we have played with Senator 
Jeffords, and I know that Congressman Welch is going to be active 
in playing a leadership role in the House, as well. 

As Senator Leahy indicated, this Delegation is aware of the crisis 
in dairy. We know that the prices farmers are receiving today in 
real dollars are perhaps 50 percent of what it was 20 or 30 years 
ago. We are aware that every month another farmer — more farm- 
ers are going out of business, and we are all aware that if we lose 
family based agriculture here in the State of Vermont, it will be an 
horrendous disaster for this State for so many reasons. 

It will be a disaster economically in its impact on our rural way 
of life; it will impact what Vermont is all about. It will be an envi- 
ronmental disaster. It will be a disaster in terms of tourism. 

We are, in my view, the most beautiful State in the United 
States of America, and you know why we are the most beautiful 
State? Because you keep the land open. And if we lose that, we lose 
so much. So I think I can speak for all three of us in that we are 
pledged to do everything that we can do to preserve family based 
farming here in the State of Vermont. 

The bad news is that prices are historically low, but the point 
that I want to make this morning is I want everybody to under- 
stand that if you think it is just Vermont dairy farmers who are 
up against the wall, you are wrong. The crisis facing family based 
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agriculture exists throughout the United States of America, in 
dairy and in other commodities. 

According to the USDA’s July 2006 Backgrounder, since 1980 the 
number of dairy operations in the United States is down by 75 per- 
cent. We have lost three-quarters of our dairy operations in this 
country since 1980, and it is not just dairy. We are losing family 
based agriculture in every commodity, and what is also happening, 
as the people in this room know, that while the small farmers are 
going out of business, the big guys are becoming bigger. Farmers 
in all commodities are being squeezed by the continued consolida- 
tion at the processor and the retailer level. And I know this is an 
issue that Senator Leahy has looked at not only in Agriculture but 
on the Judiciary Committee, as well. A single dairy processor, Dean 
Foods, now controls 30 percent or more of U.S. fluid milk, and 
Dean Foods has regional control in our area, which is as high as 
70 percent. 

The University of Missouri reported recently that in commodity 
after commodity, a small number of commodities dominate, and 
that is true whether it is beef packing; it is true whether it is pork 
packing; it is true whether it is flour milling; it is true whether it 
is ethanol production. Almost every commodity, fewer and fewer 
large corporate interests control production and distribution. The 
consolidation of agriculture puts family farmers, the people who ac- 
tually raise and grow our food, at the mercy of fewer and fewer 
large buyers, and that is an issue that we are going to have to ad- 
dress. 

In my view, and I have been meeting with farmers all around the 
State, I know that there is a lot of support for the Northeast Dairy 
Compact concept. My hope is that we can move forward with a re- 
gional approach, have regional compacts around the country which 
will bring us national support. I think we are in agreement that 
we would rather get help for our farmers from the marketplace 
rather than from the government. 

As Senator Leahy indicated, we have made real progress with 
the MILC program. It is going to be a very, very tough fight, but 
we hope to perhaps do even better. 

My one request of everybody as I conclude is please reach out to 
your friends and your organizations in the Midwest, in the South, 
all over this country. The opposition to us as we go forward trying 
to protect family based agriculture will be very, very strong. We 
need a strong grassroots effort to counteract that opposition, so let 
us work together, and at the end of the day let us preserve family 
based farming in this State, and let us expand it and strengthen 
it. 

Thank you very much. 

Senator Leahy. Congressman Welch. 

STATEMENT OF HON. PETER WELCH, A U.S. CONGRESSMAN 
FROM VERMONT 

Mr. Welch. Thank you. Senator Leahy, I want to thank you for 
holding this hearing and inviting me as a Member of Congress to 
participate, and I want to thank you on behalf of Vermonters, too. 
You have been doing this since 1974, a member of the Agriculture 
Committee, serving as chair at various times, and really being a 
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leader that has held us together, and we are going to need that 
leadership again more than ever this year. 

The Vermont farm community must be heard as Congress pre- 
pares to write the 2007 Farm Bill. I want to thank Senator Sand- 
ers, also, for your unwavering commitment that you are taking 
with you to the Senate and certainly that you had as a member of 
the House, and I am going to try to carry on that tradition that 
you just described. And I have never, ever been more impressed 
with our extended farm community as I have been in the past 2 
months as a new Member of Congress. 

So many Vermont farmers, suppliers, innovators, and members 
of our community have taken the time to talk with me, meet with 
my staff, invite me to your farms, and even come to Washington 
to talk about the challenges we face. These are tough times, but 
everyone is certain that they are going to do what they can to give 
us a bright future. 

We are here today to give the Vermont agricultural community 
the opportunity to be on the record, express your needs, and work 
together toward a better agricultural policy for all Vermonters, and 
I am committed to working as a strong and united delegation with 
Senator Leahy; with Senator Sanders; and of course with our Gov- 
ernor, who is here today; and the General Assembly, who has been 
taking leadership efforts on behalf of Vermont agriculture. 

And I will fight hard for dairy, for our organics, for conservation 
programs, forestry, and our innovative energy programs and our 
nutrition programs. We have got to build coalitions of like-minded 
members from the Northeast for a regional approach, and I will 
work, too, to be successful in that effort. 

I understand, as Senator Leahy and Senator Sanders and all of 
you know, that a local agricultural economy is critical to Vermont. 
It is critical to our Nation. It produces jobs and value-added prod- 
ucts. Our farmers are the stewards of the land and keep our land 
open. It is what makes Vermont what it is. 

Our dairy farmers need a stable price, and they need a fair price. 
It is that simple. Our organic farms must be protected from weak- 
ened standards lobbied for by corporate giants. And we should be 
pursuing energy-saving initiatives and nutrition programs that also 
help to strengthen our family farms. There are going to be obsta- 
cles along the way. We know that. There always are. But a one- 
size-fits-all dairy policy for our country is as good as no policy at 
all. 

And I tell you what I hope many of you already know: We are 
committed to bringing home the strongest possible Farm Bill for 
Vermont, and we hope for your help, and we appreciate your advo- 
cacy. This is important for you, but it is extremely important for 
all Vermonters. Make no mistake. Every Vermonter has a stake in 
a good Farm Bill. 

Thank you. 

Senator Leahy. Thank you very much. 

We find when we have these field hearings in other States we 
get one advantage we rarely get in Washington. We usually have 
the Governor of the State testify, and I am delighted that my 
friend, Governor Jim Douglas, is here this morning. 

Governor, you know your way around here well. 
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I might mention as the Governor’s coming up here to take his 
place, I also want to thank the Legislature for letting us use this 
room and Francis Brooks, the new Sergeant-At-Arms, for making 
so many things available to us. 

I could not help but think sitting here, Governor, I remember as 
a little boy sitting here in a parent’s lap and kind of wondering 
what this awesome place was. It was just huge. You know, two, 
three, 4 years old, this huge place. It shrunk a little bit. It seems 
to be the same place. I never thought I would be sitting here like 
this. 

Governor, thank you for being here. Please proceed. 

STATEMENT OF HON. JAMES DOUGLAS, GOVERNOR, VERMONT 

Governor Douglas. Mr. Chairman, thank you very much. You are 
still a youngster, so we are glad you are here with your colleagues 
and do want to welcome you to our Statehouse, to your Statehouse. 

As you noted in your introductory remarks, not everybody can 
conveniently get to the national capital, so it means a great deal 
to have you here and give Vermonters an opportunity to talk about 
a very important matter for the future of our State and indeed our 
Nation. 

It is meaningful that you have given us the chance to help as you 
formulate the new Farm Bill and support this. All three of you gen- 
tlemen have noted that we work together. We are all in this to- 
gether. We are of a common mind when it comes to preserving the 
family farm and ensuring the success of agricultural enterprises in 
our State and others, so you have the full support and cooperation 
of my administration as you work to formulate the Farm Bill and 
develop legislation that helps our farmers and forest owners across 
Vermont and our region. 

Reauthorization of the Farm Bill, as you noted, Mr. Chairman, 
has far-reaching impact on a variety of areas, including forestry, 
commodities, conservation, energy, research, trade, food stamps, 
and rural development with a vast majority of the budget allocated 
to fund food assistance programs. 

The Food Stamp Program is a vital nutrition assistance program 
serving primarily children and elders. It gives Vermont families the 
buying power they need to make good nutritional choices. I would 
urge the committee to strengthen the Food Stamp Program by in- 
creasing the minimum benefit of $10, which has not changed in 
over 20 years, and increasing the amount of savings a family can 
have and still qualify for food stamps and streamlining the applica- 
tion process in order to reduce barriers to participation. 

This makes it even more important to work together to ensure 
that we are utilizing the funds available to assist our agricultural 
community in the most effective manner possible. Agriculture and 
forestry are the cornerstones of Vermont’s economy. Farmers 
produce $3 billion worth of agricultural products every year, and 
the forest-based economy contributes a billion dollars annually. It 
is our second largest manufacturing sector. 

As you are aware, this past year has been extremely challenging 
for farmers in Vermont. Inclement weather has resulted in very 
poor crop conditions. As a result of these conditions, my adminis- 
tration, in cooperation with our Legislature, has provided $11.6 
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million in direct assistance to dairy farmers over the past year. 
While this aid was necessary, this type of support, especially from 
a small state, is not sustainable. Other approaches are required. 

An income safety net is needed for our dairy farmers due to the 
extreme fluctuations in price and market. The best way to provide 
an income safety net would be a regional pricing initiative, similar 
to the Northeast Dairy Compact, that would help stabilize the mar- 
ketplace. At the very least, as you have noted in your introductory 
remarks, we must improve the current support available to farmers 
through the MILC program. 

The Vermont dairy industry would also benefit from a reliable 
method of price discovery for dairy commodities. A more trans- 
parent and audited price reporting system would ensure a viable 
dairy commodities market that would allow dairy producers to bet- 
ter manage milk price risk. 

We support revenue insurance for dairy farms as developed by 
the Pennsylvania Department of Agriculture. I think the priority is 
to work together to garner support for these options that contribute 
the most to farm gate prices for our dairy farmers. 

The key title of the Farm Bill will deal with energy. The Renew- 
able Energy Grants Program, as administered by USDA Rural De- 
velopment, has been important to many of our dairy farms. Today 
there are six farms using or planning to build digesters funded in 
part by these grants. Renewable energy systems have tremendous 
public benefits to help farmers address high energy costs; reduce 
methane emissions, odor, and pathogens; while allowing for better 
management of the manure resource to better protect our public 
waters. 

There are many opportunities, I think, for Vermont to be a lead- 
er in energy, both on the farm and in the forest. Vermont has 
joined a national initiative and formed a 25 by 1925 committee that 
intends to address these needs. 

I have asked the committee to develop specific recommendations 
that you and your colleagues can consider for the energy portion 
of the Farm Bill. They include allowing a greater percentage of 
total project costs to be grant-funded, allow for a lower non-Federal 
match so that farmers can utilize USDA-NRCS EQIP dollars and 
9006 dollars in the same project, raise the threshold of total project 
costs before requiring an independent feasibility study, stream- 
lining the required paperwork, and eliminate the need for an inde- 
pendent qualified consultant on projects over $1.2 million. 

One of the objectives of my administration has been the Clean 
and Clear initiative for the environmental improvement of Lake 
Champlain. Programs such as the Conservation Reserve Enhance- 
ment Program, or CREP; the Environmental Quality Incentive Pro- 
gram, or EQIP; the Wildlife Habitat Incentives Program, or 
WHIP — you folks are good with acronyms down there in Wash- 
ington, I think. The Farmland and Ranchlands Protection 

Senator Leahy. We still call it hunger, though, not food security. 

Governor Douglas. The Farm and Ranchlands Protection Pro- 
gram — it is all consonants, so that does not work. These have been 
major benefits to our farmers in the environment. It is imperative, 
though, that regional conservation equity remains in place for 
these programs to have continued success. 
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Farmers cannot afford mandates associated with environmental 
issues. Our goal is to provide the resources and financial assistance 
needed to help farmers comply with environmental laws. Vermont 
should be recognized as one of the few states that have made sig- 
nificant contributions to programs dedicated to conservation. 

My Commission on Climate Change was established to examine 
the growing scientific consensus that increasing emissions of green- 
house gases to the atmosphere are affecting the temperature and 
variability of the Earth’s climate. I know that agriculture, state 
and across the Nation, can play a significant role in reducing 
greenhouse gases. Stable and managed forests are significant car- 
bon sinks and contribute to clean air and water. By working to- 
gether, the State and Federal Government can more effectively de- 
velop programs to implement practices that will reduce greenhouse 
gas emissions and increase soil and biomass carbon sequestration. 

Removing the prohibition of interstate shipment of state-in- 
spected meat products will level the economic playing field for our 
small businesses and help small meat processors grow and expand 
into new markets. Foreign produced meat and poultry products can 
be freely shipped and sold anywhere in the Nation, which allows 
them to have greater market access than state-inspected proc- 
essors. 

Without change, the growing concentration of the slaughter in- 
dustry will continue to leave smaller farmers and ranchers with 
fewer buyers for their livestock and poultry, further depressing 
their financial situation. 

Our diversified farmers, as well as the rural economy, can benefit 
from several other Farm Bill policies, specifically continuation and 
increased funding for the Specialty Crop Block Grant Program. 
This program allows for innovative initiatives that improves the 
competitiveness of emerging and expanding diversified farms. 

In order to realize lasting economic success, it is imperative that 
farm owners have access to the best business assistance possible to 
improve their profitability. Vermont began its Farm Viability Pro- 
gram 4 years ago and has received Federal assistance through 
NRCS. The consideration of a Farm and Ranch Profitability Grant 
Program to improve the profitability of farms through technical as- 
sistance for business planning would further support the effort. 

For farmers to compete in today’s market, it is necessary to have 
access to the most up-to-date technology. That is why I proposed 
that Vermont offer universal access to broadband and wireless 
technology anywhere in our State by 2010. There are provisions in 
the Farm Bill that can assist Vermont in this endeavor and help 
connect our rural areas, making all aspects of business easier and 
faster for farmers. 

In addition to all of these provisions, our farmers can benefit 
from several other Farm Bill policies, including farm credit policies 
that better address the needs of new and startup farmers and fi- 
nancing opportunities for processing and marketing, regional food 
security and food safety policies, changes to organic standards as 
proposed and endorsed by Vermont NOFA, adequate funding for re- 
search and extension initiatives, and food nutrition guidelines. 

So, Mr. Chairman, I thank you for this opportunity to address 
some of the issues the agriculture community faces in regard to the 
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Farm Bill. Our Secretary of Agriculture, Roger Albee, and his team 
and I look forward to working with you to develop a Farm Bill that 
addresses the economic needs of the farmers of this great State. 

[The prepared statement of Hon. James Douglas can be found on 
page 65 in the appendix.] 

Senator Leahy. Thank you, Governor. I know that you have this 
active dairy task force here in Vermont looking at ways to support 
the dairy industry, and the State, you and the Legislature, made 
a significant financial commitment to dairy farmers last year. It 
came at a particularly difficult time and an important time. You 
add to that the $60 million we brought in from the MILC program 
since 2002. It is a pretty strong partnership here in Vermont. I 
think — I do not know of many States where the Legislature, Gov- 
ernor, and the Congress have tried to work so hard at some of 
these things. 

What about efforts collaboratively with other states? New York 
is a significant dairy State. Pennsylvania is a significant dairy 
State. I mean, like everybody here, I would love to get back to a 
regional dairy program, a Northeast, Southwest, Southeast, Mid- 
west. I guess California would be one by itself. But what about col- 
laborative efforts? 

Governor Douglas. That is a very good point, Mr. Chairman. 
Vermont’s obviously a small State, all by itself, although we are the 
largest dairy State in New England, and through the New England 
Governors’ Conference, which I have the honor of chairing this 
year, we will continue to adopt resolutions, send them to you for 
your consideration to highlight the importance of a strong dairy in- 
dustry regionally. Although other States do not have that many 
dairy farms, in New England they consume a lot of milk, including 
most of ours, so it is very important that we work together as a 
six-state region. 

Beyond that, you are exactly right. The State of New York is a 
big dairy State. The State of Pennsylvania is, and the three States 
together, New York, Vermont, and Pennsylvania, produce about a 
sixth of the Nation’s milk, and we are very close, as you know, to 
the population concentration of the Northeast, so it is important 
that we maintain that strength. 

Last year our agriculture agency joined with its counterparts in 
those two States to form a Northeast Dairy Leadership Team, and 
they adopted a memorandum of understanding. They are pursuing 
regional strategies, not just on pricing but on promotion, on raising 
the knowledge and understanding of the public about the dairy in- 
dustry to improve collaboration with universities, with extension 
systems around the region. So that kind of regional cooperation 
strengthens our hand, obviously because we are such a small State, 
and also provides some real leadership on a regional basis. 

So we are pursuing that, and we are even reaching out to our 
friends in the upper Midwest where our interests have not always 
converged, but Secretary Albee is a good personal friend of the Wis- 
consin commissioner and his deputy, and we hope that we will be 
able to establish some good relationships. 

Just one other note, if I could, following up on your initial com- 
ment, I really believe that the State has done a good job, and I 
should have noted in my introductory remarks that Congressman 
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Welch was the Senate President Pro Tem in this building and 
played an important role in fashioning the farm relief effort that 
we put together last summer. 

I had the chance to meet with Secretary Johannes during the re- 
cent National Governors’ Association meeting, and he was im- 
pressed favorably with the fact that the State had stepped up to 
the plate, that we were not only 

Senator Leahy. He has told me the same thing. I think it is im- 
portant. 

Governor Douglas. Well, thanks. So we are not only asking for 
your help; we are willing to do our part. 

Senator Leahy. I see Senator Kittell and the representatives are 
here, too, of the chairs of the Senate and House Agriculture Com- 
mittee, which is helpful. We were worried about Peter when he 
came up here. He was looking kind of wistfully at that other cham- 
ber. I had to bring him back — I had to guarantee to the Speaker 
I would bring him back. 

Senator Sanders? 

Senator Sanders. Thank you. 

And, Governor, thanks for being here. Governor, the opposition 
to strong legislation to help family based dairy is going to be 
strong. You indicated correctly we will have regional problems. Al- 
though we are making some progress in bringing the regions to- 
gether. 

Could you talk a little bit about, in your judgment, how the State 
of Vermont can deal with processors who would much prefer the 
government to help family farmers rather than it coming out of 
their profits, and maybe the White House as to how we can get 
them on board the idea of regional compacts and what kind of pres- 
sure or help we can solicit from them. 

Governor Douglas. I do not know if I can answer the latter ques- 
tion, Senator, but I am certainly happy to continue to voice my 
views to the executive branch in Washington as I have done for a 
number of years now. 

Senator Sanders. Do you see any movement on their part in 
supporting a compact type approach? 

Governor Douglas. I guess I would say I was pleased to see the 
Secretary include the milk subsidy program in the budget for the 
first time, admittedly at a level that we might not find satisfac- 
torily — satisfactory, but at least it is there, so that is a small step, 
I think, in the right direction. I know the Secretary grew up on a 
dairy farm in the Midwest and understands the challenge of this 
part of the industry, so maybe we will have some more support, but 
I certainly agree with your observation about the processing, and 
we have had some real challenges in Vermont for the adequacy, as 
I mentioned in my remarks, of adequate slaughterhouses, for exam- 
ple, and so in the budget I presented to the Legislature, there is 
support for a couple of mobile processing facilities that many of the 
farmers suggested, both for animals and vegetables, would be very, 
very helpful. 

We have got a new dairy processing facility in Hardwick; we 
have got a cheese plant in Swanton that has taken over a facility 
that went out of business; we have got the new cheese cave in 
Greensboro form artisan cheeses. We helped the Water Buffalo op- 
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eration in Woodstock and Addison County expand over the last cou- 
ple of years, so there are some new processing initiatives. We are 
still working on a yogurt plant. We want one for Vermont, and we 
are working with our co-ops and others to help 

Senator Sanders. Jim, let me switch gears for a minute. Tom 
Harkin of Iowa has a representative here, and what they will tell 
you is in the Midwest they are moving very aggressively in terms 
of biofuels. Far more aggressively than we are in Vermont or New 
England. Do you have any thought about how farmers can pick up 
some additional income as we struggle with global warming and 
break our dependence on fossil fuels and produce locally grown 
biofuels? 

Governor Douglas. I think that is a very important point, and I 
hope that the energy portion of the Farm Bill will consider that 
and make it even more successful. As I noted, we have a number 
of methane digesters in Vermont now. I know you are aware of 
that. Congressman Welch visited at least one recently to see its op- 
eration, and we appreciate the USD A Rural Development grants 
that have helped facilitate them. 

But there are other possibilities, too. We have a farm in south- 
western Vermont that is growing canola seed and milling it into 
biodiesel. We have research at Shelburne Farms under way now 
with wood pellet production developing 

Senator Sanders. Switchgrass, as well, I heard. 

Senator Leahy. Cellulosity. 

Governor Douglas. Yeah. And it is a product that is less — has 
less moisture and is more fuel efficient than wood chips, which we 
have some, of course, in operation in Vermont, as well. I think 
algae is a real possibility for the future, and our agriculture agency 
is looking at that potential. 

But the basic point that you have raised, Senator, is an impor- 
tant one. We have, we estimate, about 100,000 acres of farmland 
in Vermont that is unused, and what better way given the chal- 
lenges of the financing of a dairy operation to use it than for en- 
ergy crops? That will help us with our commitment to the 25 by 
1925 initiative, and I hope and believe that it will be an important 
part of Vermont’s agricultural future. 

Senator Sanders. Thank you. 

Thank you. 

Senator Leahy. Thank you, Senator. 

Congressman welcome back to the Statehouse. 

Mr. Welch. Oh, good to be back. Thank you. 

Governor, it was terrific the work that the Legislature did, really 
unique in the country, to provide some help when the Federal Gov- 
ernment did not do its job. 

I just want to ask you a few things about energy. I mean, there 
are two issues for our farmers. One is a better price for their milk, 
and two is lower expenses, and anything that we can do to help on 
the stable and fair price side or on the cost side is going to add to 
the bottom line, and it is that simple. 

One of the big issues that you have been talking about already 
is energy, and I am wondering if you could expand on ways that 
you would see Vermont, your administration, and the General As- 
sembly partnering with us in the Federal Government to address 
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energy costs for our Vermont farmers. What, you know, specific im- 
provements do you see that could be made to Section 9006 to make 
it easier for farmers that is in the Farm Bill to take advantage of 
renewable energy opportunities? 

Governor Douglas. Well, I suppose more money in this section 
would obviously be useful, but I am indeed grateful for the support 
that Congress through the USDA has provided for energy grants 
in the past. 

We need to contain energy costs, you are absolutely right, Con- 
gressman, because of the heavy dependence on the use of energy 
on the farm, whether it is in equipment or electricity running ma- 
chinery or — running equipment and lighting the buildings. That is 
why I believe that the possibility of generating energy or producing 
energy on the farm is a key strategy. 

Mr. Williamson, the farmer I alluded to with the canola crop in 
southwestern Vermont, now makes enough biodiesel on his farm to 
power all of his machinery and equipment, plus some, so reducing 
energy costs could be — could be achieved by growing the energy 
crop right on the farm. 

Second, this is a bigger issue than the subject of this hearing. We 
are looking at our energy future in a broader context. Our major 
sources of electricity have been very cost effective in recent years. 
They are emission free, as you know: A nuclear plant and the 
hydro facilities in Quebec. But we need to plan for our future and 
continue to find some ways to keep the cost of electricity competi- 
tive. So that will be an important part of what we accomplish. 

I believe that the Climate Change Commission that I appointed 
will come up with some ideas that will help our reduced consump- 
tion and thereby the cost of operation across our State, as well, so 
I think a combination of looking at costs and producing on the farm 
itself are really where we need to be. 

And I want to renew my thanks to you for your help here last 
year and over the last couple of years. We had some other impor- 
tant strategies a couple of years ago to reduce borrowing costs for 
farmers, to enhance the property tax exemption for farm buildings 
in our current use program, and it was a tremendous cooperative 
bipartisan effort that I enjoyed working with you on, Peter, and I 
look forward to continuing to work with you and your new col- 
leagues in Washington. 

Mr. Welch. Thank you, Governor. 

Senator Leahy. Thank you, Governor. You know, you would be 
interested in knowing a group of us from the Senate Agriculture 
Committee were just meeting informally the other evening and we 
were talking about alternative fuels and realized there is a lot 
more than ethanol. There is methane, there is cellulosity, and this 
will be a significant part of the — of the Farm Bill. We will do our 
best to do that. I would like to — a number of things I will talk 
about later I would like to see. 

Governor, I know you have a million other things to do, and I 
notice you have several members of your staff who I understand 
will be staying here through the hearing. Thank you very much. 
Obviously when you see the final record, if there is anything else 
you would like to add to it, the record will stay open for at least 
5 days so you can do that. 
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Governor Douglas. Thank you. In fact, I am going to submit a 
statement that is a little longer than what I offered this morning. 

Senator Leahy. I saw the statement, and I appreciate that, and 
that of course will be part of the formal record. Thank you. 

Governor Douglas. Thank you for being here, Mr. Chairman. 

Senator Leahy. The next panel will be Mark Magnan. Many of 
you know Mark. He operates Magnan Brothers, a 600-cow dairy off 
the Chester Arthur Road in Fairfield, and he’s a member of the St. 
Albans Co-op; Jackie Folsom is president of Vermont Farm Bureau 
and operates a small — I understand a 55-cow dairy? 

Ms. Folsom. That is right. 

Chairman Leahy. About right? — farm with her husband, Roy, in 
Cabot and Agri-Mark members. They are Agri-Mark members. 
John Roberts operates a 200-cow dairy farm in Cornwall and is an 
Agri-Mark director. 

Mr. Roberts and his wife and my wife and I were going to plan 
more about this hearing on Saturday evening, but we were dis- 
tracted by the birthday party for Judge Sessions and spent more 
time roasting the judge than we might have on this. 

But you are all people I know I have consulted with and my staff 
has consulted with over the years, and I appreciate you being here. 
And please, we will start in the order I called you. 

Mr. Magnan, please start with your statement. And again, un- 
derstanding your full statement will be made part of the record. 
Any questions that are asked afterward, if you on the way home 
think, “What I should have said was,” you get a 5-day, catch-up, 
do-over time to change for the record. And I mention that again, 
and I realize I have said it several times, but these hearings are 
going to be held around the country for people who might not be 
able to come to Washington, or the expense of coming to Wash- 
ington for a hearing, and this is going to be integral and a very im- 
portant part of the Senate Agriculture Committee’s records. 

Mr. Magnan, please go ahead, sir. 

STATEMENT OF MARK MAGNAN, DAIRY FARMER, FAIRFIELD, 

VERMONT 

Mr. Magnan. Thank you, Senator. I want to thank you for com- 
ing to Vermont to bring this hearing so farmers can be heard and 
for your leadership on ag issues over the years. I also want to 
thank Senator Sanders and Congressman Welch for being here for 
their time. 

As was said, I represent Magnan Farm. I am a lifelong farmer. 
I farm with three brothers, my parents. There are also 11 nieces 
and nephews that take a keen interest in the farm. We do milk 600 
cows and have another 600 head of young stock. We crop roughly 
1100 acres. 

I think this Farm Bill presents an important opportunity. It only 
comes once every 5 years, and it is more than just about dairy 
farmers. It is about consumers, communities, agribusinesses, the 
dairy infrastructure, and the State economies. Dairy farms are the 
backbones of our community. And with a strong dairy farm policy, 
you have a stronger community, a stronger economy, and a more 
vibrant future. 
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A couple things I would like to share with you this morning are 
the challenges that we are currently experiencing and our rec- 
ommendations for the committee to consider. One of the challenges 
is obviously the milk price. Our farm’s average milk price based on 
components for this year was $13 a hundredweight, far below the 
cost of production. 

Another challenge would be the volatility, the roller coaster the 
milk price takes either month to month or year to year. Very hard 
to plan a business plan on that roller coaster pricing. As an exam- 
ple, in 2004 we hit a high of $16.46 per hundredweight, and this 
year, as I said, $13. 

Another big problem this year we have had is cost of production. 
We have a much higher cost of feed due to the craze in ethanol. 
Farmers are on the tail wind of that — of that issue. We have much 
higher costs of sawdust, fuel, fertilizer, many insurances, and the 
problem is all these costs are escalating much higher and at a fast- 
er rate than the cost — the price of milk. 

Another area of concern would deal with MILC. This counter- 
cyclical program is essential and is very needed. The area of con- 
cern I have, though, is with the definition of a family farm. I do 
not think it results in equitable treatment of our entity where 
many family farm — many family members work together. As I said, 
it is very needed, but it should be — only be a safety net. We truly 
want to get the bulk of our milk payments from the marketplace. 
To support our farms, more dollars need to come from the market- 
place, and today — in 1980 the farmers dairy — the dairy farm’s 
share of the retail dollar has eroded from 52 percent in 1980 down 
to 27 percent in 2006. 

A few recommendations I have for you this morning. One would 
be to establish a national dairy policy that supports regional pro- 
duction in milk. This is very important to dairy farmers in the re- 
gion, the consumers, the communities, and the States they are in. 
This is essential to minimize the effect or impact that a natural 
disaster in any one region or the contamination of food, 
agriterrorism, might have on out Nation’s food supply. 

Second recommendation would be a dairy policy which would ac- 
count for regional differences in the cost of production. The North- 
east Interstate Dairy Compact had essential elements that had the 
ability to address regional differences in the cost of production. The 
current pricing system does not incorporate the cost of production. 
However, the system does incorporate cost of production for proc- 
essors or manufacturers. 

Beginning with the last month, our farm has been assessed a 
new milk allowance for Class III and IV milk that was produced 
on our farm. This new adjustment is going to be approximately 23 
cents a hundredweight for every hundred pounds of milk that we 
produce, or roughly this is going to cost us over a hundred dollars 
a day on our farm alone. 

I support programs such as MILC to stabilize our price, but as 
I said, the multifamily farm should become eligible to receive mul- 
tiple payments which would exceed the current annual production 
cap. I have no problem with the cap; just make it so every farm 
entity can be eligible for it. 
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I also believe that the countercyclical program should consider 
the increase in cost of production and change the base from 16.94, 
which was set when the Northeast Dairy Compact was established 
in 1996, because if you took that 16.94 and initiated the Consumer 
Price Index, today that number should be $21, over $21. 

The fourth recommendation would be to assist in stabilizing our 
milk price. A floor price for a Class I mover is needed, or another 
discovery method for Class I should be initiated. In our region 46 
to 48 percent of our milk is used for Class I purposes. To create 
the Class I price, we should have a different pricing mechanism for 
stability. 

I also believe — I do not believe that Class I has to be established 
based on the price of milk for manufacturing; in other words, de- 
couple Class I from Class III and IV. If we could work on estab- 
lishing this Class I price, instead of relooking at it every 10 or 11 
years for that price that we are using to establish Class I, look at 
it every three to 6 years — months to reflect the cost of production, 
retail prices, and other market factors. 

I am a proponent of establishing regions in our country and man- 
dating a supply control mechanism to manage milk supplies within 
the established regions. We recognize that our prices reflect the 
law of supply and demand, and we as dairymen can control the 
supply. There is more discussion now than ever to adopt a con- 
trolled supply mechanism. 

I believe Congress should mandate the USD A establish milk pro- 
duction regions and establish levels of milk production for each re- 
gion. Regions should be responsible for oversupply of milk produc- 
tion in their region. 

The dairy industry has established the CWT program identifying 
five regions in establishing regional safeguards as it affects the 
milk supply for each region. That is a dairy farmer-run program, 
and it is a great model to follow. 

I also feel that the Federal Milk Marketing Orders should con- 
tinue. They continue to support Federal Marketing Orders, but 
make them more responsive to changes in the milk marketplace 
and to dairy farmers’ needs. Senator Leahy. Thank you. And, Mr. 
Magnan, we will put the rest of your statement in the record, be- 
cause I do want to give Ms. Folsom and Mr. Roberts a chance. We 
have to keep within the time limits available both in the chamber. 
You stay there, though. I have some questions. 

Mr. Magnan. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 

[The prepared statement of Mr. Magnan can be found on page 77 
in the appendix.] 

Senator Leahy. Ms. Folsom. 

STATEMENT OF JACKLYN FOLSOM, PRESIDENT, VERMONT 
FARM BUREAU, CABOT, VERMONT 

Senator Leahy. Ms. Folsom. 

Ms. Folsom. Good morning, and welcome home. 

Senator Leahy. I cannot tell you how good it felt to be home the 
last couple mornings to wake up in Middlesex looking out over the 
fields and all. It is 

Ms. Folsom. It is a nice feeling, isn’t it? 
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Senator Leahy. You will have to bring me kicking and screaming 
back on the airplane afterwards. 

Ms. Folsom. Except it is warmer down there, I think. 

Senator Leahy. It is nicer here. 

Ms. Folsom. Oh, that is true. 

My name is Jackie Folsom, and I am president of the Vermont 
Farm Bureau, and as mentioned earlier, my husband and I are 
partners on a 100-acre, 55-cow dairy farm in the little town of 
East Cabot, and we do ship to Agri-Mark. Our milk travels over 
the mountain three miles and ends in up in Cabot Creamery, so 
I know all of you know when you enjoy our good products, you can 
put my face as well as others’ on that product. 

On behalf of Vermont Farm Bureau and the 4,200 members rep- 
resented here today, I would like to welcome you to our Statehouse 
and thank you for the opportunity to address the committee and 
guests. 

While Vermont enjoys a reputation as a strong dairy State, I 
would be remiss in not mentioning that the Farm Bureau rep- 
resents all types of farms as well as foresters and many of the in- 
dustries that support our businesses. We are an independent, non- 
governmental voluntary organization of the families of farmers and 
foresters as well as consumers united for the purpose of improving 
the net income of its members and preserving Vermont’s rural 
quality of life. We are proud to represent our members in the local, 
county, State, and national arenas. 

Vermont Farm Bureau is the voice of agricultural producers of 
all kinds, sizes, and levels, and our focus for our national farm pro- 
gram affecting dairy and other types of farming includes the fol- 
lowing: We believe the Farm Bill should replace the short-term fix 
of farm subsidies with long-term measures to restore a healthy 
rural economic infrastructure across the country, including com- 
petitive markets; a national food security program that is market 
driven; and support of a diversified agricultural economy complete 
with local marketing programs. 

We support increased funding to improve nutrition-assisted pro- 
grams at schools and other institutions with the purchase of more 
fruits, vegetables, and especially dairy choices that would include 
whole milk. We also continue our support of programs such as the 
Women, Infants, and Children program. 

We urge the full funding of the Perkins Bill to provide student 
loan relief incentive for veterinary students entering large animal 
practice and that these funds be earmarked for these students only. 
It is imperative to not only maintain current veterinary practices 
in rural areas but to ensure the development of the next generation 
of large animal vets. 

We request that Congress clarify and affirm that agriculture is 
not subject to the Comprehensive Environmental and Liability Act, 
CERCLA, nor to the Environmental Planning and Community 
Right to Know Act, EPCRA. 

On the more specific issue of dairy, the Vermont Farm Bureau 
has been a leader on many issues at the State and local levels. We 
have been involved with the Governor’s Vermont Dairy Task Force, 
and I also serve on the Northeast Dairy Leadership Team which 
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was mentioned previously, a partnership developed between Penn- 
sylvania, New York, and Vermont to address regional dairy issues. 

There are challenges inherent in the current Farm Bill that we 
in Vermont are asking to be resolved in the 2007 proposal: Reten- 
tion of the Federal Milk Market Order System with orderly restruc- 
turing to include consolidations and expansions where appropriate; 
permanent reauthorization of the Northeast Interstate Dairy Com- 
pact and the extension of this concept to other areas of the United 
States to maintain regional supplies of fresh milk in the interest 
of consumers and national security; creation of a dairy industry 
board to work with the Secretary of Agriculture to market dairy 
surpluses, and a redefinition of the term surplus dairy products to 
exclude needed Defense Department purchases and government- 
mandated dairy programs; maintaining the Milk Income Loss Con- 
tract or its equivalent as a safety net, with fair and equal treat- 
ment in the implementation for all producers. This would include 
reconsideration of the cap to allow equity and equality for multi- 
family businesses. We request this program be included in the 
baseline for dairy. 

We would support returning the payment of the MILC to 45 per- 
cent of the Class I Boston price, remembering that the current base 
of $16.94 is a figure that is 10 years old. 

Adoption and funding of a nationwide Johne’s disease program to 
protect the health of farm animals; initiation of a study of the ben- 
efits and drawbacks of the current producer pricing series by the 
National Agriculture Statistics Service and the Chicago Mercantile 
Exchange used for the price determination of milk and examples of 
how these programs can be streamlined for effectiveness. 

Currently, 1 percent of milk traded on the CME can set 100 per- 
cent of the price of milk. We advocate for a better system to send 
price signals to the market. 

Recognize the need to modernize and expand Farm Credit’s abil- 
ity to serve agriculture in our rural communities; aggressive and 
immediate action to improve the availability of foreign guest work- 
ers for dairy and other year-round agricultural operations. And al- 
though we do recognize that this may not be a Farm Bill issue, 
finding labor continues to be one of the greatest economic chal- 
lenges for farmers in Vermont. We urge Congress to create a year- 
round guest worker category for dairy farm workers that will not 
include any provisions to deport all current immigrants. 

Support research that would develop small alternative energy 
and energy efficiency projects on farms that would not only lower 
our own energy costs but provide us with new solutions to water 
quality issues on the farm; continued strong presence of USDA of- 
fices currently in our rural communities as well as an adequate 
number of well-trained staff to serve our industry and guide our 
farmers in conservation programs and disaster assistance. 

On behalf of the 4,200 members of the Vermont Farm Bureau, 
I would like to thank you again for listening to us today. I know 
you will take our concerns back to Washington and work for all of 
your farmers and foresters to make the 2007 Farm Bill an oppor- 
tunity to keep our industry strong into the future. Thank you. 

[The prepared statement of Ms. Folsom can be found on page 72 
in the appendix.] 
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Senator Leahy. Thank you very much, Ms. Folsom. 

Mr. Roberts. 

STATEMENT OF JOHN ROBERTS, BUTTERWICK FARMS, WEST 
CORNWALL, VERMONT 

Mr. Roberts. Senator Leahy, Senator Sanders, Congressman 
Welch, thank you for being here. 

My name is John Roberts, and for the past 30 years my wife, 
family, and I have dairy-farmed in Cornwall, Vermont. We ship our 
milk to Agri-Mark/Cabot, and we’re proud of the award-winning 
cheese and other dairy products that we produce. We started with 
32 cows and now milk 200, most of them Brown Swiss. 

In addition to being a dairy farmer, I must unwittingly be a lover 
of rollers coasters, because financially that is what life on the farm 
is like, where the rapid downward sweeps are longer and deeper 
than the exhilarating, invigorating upward climbs, and we gamble 
with a financial crash into the ground. 

Having said that, I am basically an optimist. I hope that we have 
reached a unique confluence of events that is going to mark a turn- 
ing point in the pricing structure for milk. And the hope that a 
niche market like organic milk might be the savior of the industry 
is complicated by the low ceiling based on evidence in other devel- 
oped countries for demand. 

Dairy farmers need the opportunity to make a profit, not a guar- 
antee. We need to be able to make financial plans that, with good 
management and fiscal responsibility, are not derailed by events 
beyond our control, whether those events include adverse weather 
or sudden change in the demand/supply balance. 

Many years’ efforts, financed by dairy farmers through their pro- 
motion activities and the CWT, have helped to increase and impact 
the supply balance. But the present pricing system does not reflect 
current costs of production and thwarts these positive efforts. In 
this day of instant communication, we must devise a system that 
clearly responds to costs of production changes, whether it is the 
price of corn or the price of diesel. The simple fact is that farmers 
need a greater share of the retail dollar. Where it used to be that 
nearly 50 percent of the retail dollar came back to the farm, that 
number is now less than 30 percent. 

The ability to recover costs of production is almost nonexistent 
in any meaningful way. Processors and retailers being that bit clos- 
er to the consumer can recapture their costs of production more 
easily than the producer. The producer is left with slim pickings to 
make ends meet before worrying about paying suppliers and main- 
taining cows, farms, and equipment. And all of that money comes 
back into the local community. 

Linked to the profit opportunity is treating milk production and 
pricing on a regional basis. This would have great benefits to 
America in ensuring food security by maintaining regional, eco- 
nomically viable production, close to the centers of population. The 
Northeast Dairy Compact had a 4-year run of success, returning 
over $145 million to farmers. The Northeast Dairy Compact was 
supported by farmers, consumers, and legislators, and the money 
came from the marketplace to the farmer, not from the taxpayer. 
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Although largely political concerns sunk the NDC, the process 
does provide a route map as to how a successful program to gain 
a larger share of the retail dollar back to the dairy producer on a 
regional basis could be done. 

As a foundation of economics, the demand/supply balance has an 
important impact on the price paid for milk to the dairy industry. 
However, with a perishable product, expensive to transport in liq- 
uid form, small changes in either direction can have a devastating 
impact. This adds up to a need for an effective safety net that will 
catch us all before we hit the ground and not on the rebound. 

The MILC program, widely supported by dairy farmers, is a help- 
ful program; however, it needs restoration to its 45 percent level 
and provisions to take into account the multifamily farm operations 
and their need for an expanded cap over 2.4 million pounds of milk. 

Another point is the increasing realization among farmers that 
a positive milk supply adjustment scheme needs to be formulated, 
one that does not rely on a devastating, below-cost-of-production 
price to drive the point home. An appropriate way to signal dairy 
farmers when and how to limit production needs to be found, with 
a positive signal, an effective signal. 

Another area that has great impact on dairy farmers is the envi- 
ronment, both assisting us to ensure that we are compliant in the 
area of reducing our environmental footprint, reducing non and 
point source pollution in particular. Clearly there is also the desire 
amongst farmers, dairy farmers, to be positive stewards of the land 
and the environment. In addition to this is the increasingly impor- 
tant role that farmers may play in the generation of energy, wheth- 
er it is wind, manure, or — or biomass generation. 

In summation, like Charles Dickens said in the “Tale of Two Cit- 
ies,” “We live in the best of times; we live in the worst of times.” 
The last few years of rapidly gyrating milk prices, adverse weather 
impacts, and supply/demand imbalance have laid bare the inad- 
equacies of the present pricing formula for milk. In some ways it 
is exciting to think we have an opportunity here to establish a 
timely and effective pricing mechanism, probably including a sup- 
ply management component that will offer the dairy farmer an op- 
portunity, but not a guarantee, to make a profit and establish an 
effective long-term economic planning for farms, both for farms and 
for the families. 

Thank you for the opportunity to testify today. 

[The prepared statement of Mr. Roberts can be found on page 88 
in the appendix.] 

Senator Leahy. And thank you very much. 

I think I will start with Mr. Magnan. You touched on one thing, 
and I think it should be emphasized. Even if your milk prices go 
up in the next couple of months, you are not going to see — and cor- 
rect me if I am wrong on this, you are not going to see corn and 
feed prices come down at all with the demand for ethanol. Would 
it be safe to say that at least in the foreseeable future those prices 
are going to stay high, perhaps even go higher, as the increased de- 
mand for corn and for ethanol? 

Mr. Magnan. That is what the market looks like. 

Senator Leahy. And that I do not mean to put words in your 
mouth, but does that limit your ability to grow your business? 
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Mr. Magnan. Absolutely. To grow and sustain. 

Senator Leahy. You also mentioned your family operation, and 
it is very typical of what I remember as a child growing up here, 
but somewhat disappearing: You have your family, your three 
brothers, your parents, and so on. As you know when we first wrote 
the MILC program back in 2002, I tried to expand the cap to allow 
operations for multiple families. We won some of the milk battles 
and lost some of them. 

We also know the MILC program is designed for family farms, 
but talk to me just a little bit: How do we set a definition that 
takes care of a situation like yours, which is not untypical at all? 

Mr. Magnan. No. Well, in order to answer that, I guess I will 
have to tell you why we have the industry that we have. It was 
pure economics that we all decided to work together. It just made 
sense then to have one milking unit, one line of equipment, to save 
costs. So that cost, that price of milk, is what drew us together 
other than the fact that we do enjoy each other’s company and 

Senator Leahy. You never have any family arguments? Careful. 
You are on the record. 

Mr. Magnan. Well, I will say I hope that continues. I think that 
is what our milk price should breed. I think it should encourage 
families to work together. My wife and I currently have a 2-1/2- 
year-old son, and he would just as soon fall asleep in the pickup 
drawing cows than he would in his crib, so we want that oppor- 
tunity. 

Senator Leahy. Well, Mr. Magnan, I can assure you that I will 
continue to work in the 

Mr. Magnan. Thank you. 

Senator Leahy. — Agriculture Committee to try do not need to 
give the MILC program to huge corporate farming, but 

Mr. Magnan. No. 

Senator Leahy [continuing]. It is designed to help family farms, 
and you and I both know what family is. 

Mr. Magnan. Absolutely. 

Senator Leahy. We have to define that a lot better. 

And, Mr. Roberts, other than having quoted from one of my fa- 
vorite Dickens books about the best of times and the worst of 
times, you also referred to the roller coaster in milk prices. 

How do you do away with this peak and valley? I mean, you 
must have some nights that you wake up about 2 o’clock in the 
morning and realize you are not only in the valley, but the valley’s 
going deeper. How do you do that nationally on a program to elimi- 
nate that? 

Mr. Roberts. I mean, I think it is going to be very difficult. I 
mean, there is a lot of history here. I mean, my sense of where we 
are with the way the Federal order system and the way price is 
milked is priced is that we have kept adding little details each time 
without effectively going back and saying, you know, what is 
changing? We have gone a long way from calling up 40 cheese 
plants in the M&W system years ago and figuring out that is what 
the price of milk is. We know pretty well what the supply and what 
the demand is going to be. So we need a system that reflects. 

As Jackie mentioned, you know, right now on some of the com- 
modity exchanges, there are forces that impact very small changes 
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in the supply and the demand and have a tremendous impact on 
the price, so we need to have some way of reflecting that. There 
is, of course, a consolidation in the processing industry around this 
country. There is one company in particular that dominates the 
processing industry in the Nation. I think they are headquartered 
in Texas, for some reason. And — but, you know — and I think we 
need to have a good look at that, whether this is an effective way 
to regionally price milk. 

And I have been a skeptic of supply management for many years. 
I have looked — you know, at one time years ago we talked about 
supply management and quotas as being a way to save the family 
farm. If you look at what has happened in Europe and what has 
happened in Canada, I believe that they actually had an acceler- 
ated loss of family farms under a quota system. 

However, having said that, we have got to figure out a supply 
management system, and I am game to do that. I am game to have 
a system that maybe does not include — or does not impart a huge 
financial burden in buying quota to a farmer and therefore can in- 
hibit young people getting into farming, dairy farming, or some- 
thing like that. So I do not have a formula for an answer for you 
at this point, Senator. 

Senator Leahy. Mr. Roberts, I think I am going to have my staff 
continue conversations with you as we go into this, and I do want 
in the meantime to ask Mrs. Folsom, who is representing the Farm 
Bureau but also is a dairy farmer herself, as I mentioned, you meet 
a lot with the Farm Bureau. You know that there are many around 
the country who do not like the idea of a Dairy Compact. 

Ms. Folsom. Yes. 

Senator Leahy. Would I be safe in saying that you would prefer 
a Dairy Compact if we could do it? 

Ms. Folsom. That is in our Vermont Farm Bureau policy right 
now, yes. 

Senator Leahy. Unfortunately, it is not in the national 

Ms. Folsom. I know that. 

Senator Leahy. — Farm Bureau policy. 

Ms. Folsom. Actually, this was the first year at American Farm 
Bureau in Salt Lake City that they did not make an attempt to de- 
lete the words Northeast Dairy Compact, so that is in the Amer- 
ican Farm Bureau policy currently. You will find their lobbyists are 
not excited about it. 

Senator Leahy. No. I can tell you they are able to contain their 
excitement 

Ms. Folsom. I am sure. 

Senator Leahy [continuing]. When they come before the Senate 
Agriculture Committee. 

Ms. Folsom. That does not reflect Vermont Farm Bureau. 

Senator Leahy. When I start to raise it, you can see their shoul- 
ders hunch. 

But we did have the MILC program. If the MILC program had 
not been in place since 2002, would you be missing a lot of your 
members today? 

Ms. Folsom. Oh, I am sure. I am sure. We share the concerns 
that both the gentlemen here have expressed in regards to the cap, 
because that does make a difference, and I think that although the 
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Governor stated earlier that the help that the State was avail- 
able — made available to us last year, it is certainly nothing that we 
are looking to continue. That is not sustainable, and we would 
rather have the help with the MILC program. 

Senator Leahy. I suspect in a small State like Vermont, you 
have to assume that cannot be sustainable. 

Ms. Folsom. We certainly did appreciate the support of Sen- 
ator — when he was senator, Senator Welch here and the Legisla- 
ture and the Administration in Vermont, but we recognize that it 
is not sustainable, and that is why we are really trying to speak 
with one voice as to what we need, and the MILC program cur- 
rently is — is pretty much the best bet what we have got. 

Senator Leahy. Thank you. 

Ms. Folsom. Although as you can hear, we would like the Com- 
pact back. 

Senator Leahy. So would I. 

Ms. Folsom. I know. 

Senator Leahy. So would I, I can assure you. 

Senator Sanders. 

Senator Sanders. Thank you. 

The number of $16.94, price of $16.94, came from the Northeast 
Dairy Compact a number of years ago. As Mark indicated, costs 
have soared since then. If you had your wish fulfilled, what do you 
think would be a reasonable number in the year 2007? Mark? 

Mr. Magnan. Well, I think the Consumer Price Index which 
right now — as I stated right now would be $21.79. 

Senator Sanders. That to you would be a reasonable number. 

Jackie? 

Ms. Folsom. As a dairy farmer, I would not argue with that 
price. I think Bob Wellington, who is an economist, as you well 
know, is looking at a little above $17, $17.20 or something like 
that, but certainly 21 would be wonderful. 

Senator Sanders. All right. But — John? 

Mr. Roberts. I would support that, too. Definitely. 

Senator Sanders. All right. So we have got to recognize that 
costs have soared since that number was determined. 

Some of us have long believed in supply management. We’re 
hearing more and more of that now from farmers, and I know it 
is a long and complicated issue. Very briefly, who wants to take a 
shot at kind of describing what you think briefly, what kind of sup- 
ply management system makes sense? 

Mark, do you want to — yeah. 

Mr. Magnan. I would not like to see it on a per-farm basis. I 
would like to see it on a regional basis. 

Senator Sanders. Regional basis. Yeah. 

Mr. Magnan. That would take the pressure off any individual 
farm. It also would enhance ag in any region, and I think every re- 
gion, especially the Northeast, would have the ability to control its 
own supply. 

Senator Sanders. OK. 

Ms. Folsom. I do not think Vermont Farm Bureau has a specific 
policy to supply management, but we certainly are looking at a 
more regional basis. That is one of the reasons we are working 
with the Northeast Dairy Leadership Team and the Pennsylvania- 
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New York pieces, but it certainly makes more sense to do it region- 
ally than farm by farm. 

Senator Sanders. John? 

Mr. Roberts. Again, I would support a regional basis. I think — 
but we also must need to make sure that it is nationwide at any 
one time so we do not have situations where some of these large 
dairies out West who can add cows very rapidly, and I mean in ex- 
cess of 5,000 cows operations, of which there are many, but none 
in Vermont, and, you know, can add cows very rapidly and have 
an impact on the supply. 

Senator Sanders. All right. One last question. Jackie, you and 
I have worked on agritourism. Do you see that as a potential mech- 
anism for bringing revenue income to farmers’ pockets in the 
State? 

Ms. Folsom. We have worked on agritourism, and I continue to 
do that at the national level with the ag census. This year we will 
be having a question about the economic benefits of agritourism on 
farms, so we are very excited about that. I think it is an option. 
I think it is not for everybody, as you well know, but it certainly 
is picking up speed all over the country. As I talk to other Farm 
Bureau members, they are talking about that type of diversifica- 
tion. It enables farmers to stay on the farm, but also more impor- 
tantly to educate consumers about who we are and what we do, 
which is a huge piece that sometimes is missing. So I think it has 
its place. I think it is another choice that farmers can make, and 
as I said, it is not for everybody, but for those that make it work, 
it is great. 

Senator Sanders. Good. OK. Mr. Chairman, thank you. 

Senator Leahy. Thank you. 

Congressman Welch. 

Mr. Welch. Yeah, we will be brief. You have been very helpful. 

Mark, let me just ask you, what are some of the specific things 
that we could get out of the Dairy Compact and try to get them 
into — if it is called the MILC program, that would make it better 
and incorporate the benefits that we enjoyed when Senator Leahy 
was successful in getting that Dairy Compact Bill passed? 

Mr. Magnan. If you could get the Class I price moved up for 

Mr. Welch. All right. John, how about you? 

Mr. Roberts. I think that is the same — same point of view, yes. 
We can have an effect and impact that. 

Mr. Welch. Jackie, you have a smaller farm. Would that be the 
same for you? 

Ms. Folsom. Definitely. We have a smaller farm, but actually, 
our cows were being sold. We are in transition to selling to a young 
man right now, so that is an exciting thing. That, but also getting 
the cap redirected or redefined I think would find would help our 
farmers here in Vermont. 

Mr. Welch. All right. Well, thank you very much. 

Senator Leahy. What we are going to do is take a 5-minute 
break. We are going to come back because we are running some- 
what behind, partly because all this is so important. I am going to 
have to be arbitrary and run the gavel, something I would not do 
if I was closer to election time, but I will be very arbitrary on the 
5-minute rule when we come back. 
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Thank you all very much. 

[Recess.] 

Senator Leahy. As part of the next panel, we will have Richard 
Hall. He operates in East Montpelier. It is a 600-, 700-cow dairy, 
which has participated in several USDA Conservation Cost Share 
programs, tried a number of conservation innovations; Jad Daley — 
James Daley of the Northern Forest Alliance, which is currently 
working in local management of town-owned forestland; and is 
Enid Wonnacott here? 

Ms. Wonnacott. Yeah. 

Senator Leahy. I thought I saw you here earlier. Come on down, 
please. 

Ms. Wonnacott is the executive director of the Northeast Organic 
Farmers of Vermont, NOFA. It is based in Richmond. She actually 
testified, I recall, at one of these field hearings back in 1989. 

Ms. Wonnacott. That would be me. 

Senator Leahy. Time, time goes by. 

So we will start, Mr. Hall, with you, sir. 

STATEMENT OF RICHARD HALL, EAST MONTPELIER, 
VERMONT 

Mr. Hall. OK. I would like to thank you for giving me the oppor- 
tunity to come and testify. 

I am Richard Hall, and I am the president of Fairmont Farms. 
We — presently, actually, we have about 1100 mature milking cows, 
we are milking in two different facilities, and about 850 young 
stock. We have recently gone — over the last 3 years gone through 
some generational transfers on our farm and bought out my mom 
and dad and also a neighbor, Austin Cleaves, that was part of our 
farm and brought in my wife’s nephew, Tucker Purchase, and — and 
that is our current ownership right now. 

And we have a background that goes back; Austin and my dad 
have been working closely with NRCS. We incorporated in 1993, 
built a new facility. We had some difficulty getting cost share as- 
sistance because we had a new facility, and we sought out other 
funds. 

We actually secured a community development grant through the 
town of East Montpelier which we paid back, and that is how we 
built our first manure storage. And as the herd grew, we — and we 
needed to comply with large farm permits, we tried for EQIP fund- 
ing. It is highly competitive. We actually tried three times and fi- 
nally were granted a contract in 1904. 

Some of the positive experiences we have had with EQIP, we did 
receive excellent assistance as we went through the planning proc- 
ess. We had a lot of people working with us, and they were able 
to work closely with the manufacturers to make adjustments and 
changes in some of the designs that we made in our manure stor- 
age. Also, the overall farm evaluation that was done in other areas 
that needed work I thought was very complete, but yet it was — it 
was also practical. 

The actual engineering of the manure storage, like I said prior, 
was real cutting edge. We kind of changed our ideas as we went. 
They were able to adapt to our changes. We were using a lot of 
sand, and we were dealing with sand-laden manure and wanted a 
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structure that we could drive into and remove solids off the bottom, 
and they were able to come up with a real good design that fit our 
needs. It was also — we were under a fair amount of pressure to get 
this done in terms of our large farm permit, and the staff was able 
to work fairly quickly to make sure we got it done within that con- 
struction season so we met the needs of our permit. 

Some of the challenges that we did have as we did it, we secured 
a line of credit to cover the expense of the project ahead of time, 
figuring at completion the payments would be made. The payments 
were very slow. It was probably about 6 months after completion 
that we finally did get reimbursed on that. It was probably about 
$6,000 worth of extra interest costs that cost the farm. 

I think there is, once we are kind of going through the process, 
a little bit of lack of flexibility once these designs are all made pre- 
viously and then as — during construction there is a lot of advice 
given and things need to change, and we need to be able to make 
those changes, and that can be difficult at times. 

Also, there is a couple of years ahead of time that you start plan- 
ning for this EQIP project. Then the EQIP is — is only — it is a 5— 
year — it is a 5-year program, and to me it is really a long period 
of time, and ideas on the farm would change during that period of 
time, and we need to be able to change that. I thought that we 
could also use some more technical assistance and not have to hire 
as much outside help. 

Future plans, we are going to go through the grant application 
process this coming spring for a methane digester, and we defi- 
nitely will not proceed unless we can receive grant money for that 
and are looking forward to a lot of the benefits that the digester 
could bring to us and certainly are hoping that will continue to get 
funded at a high level. And we — on our second farm we are going 
through permitting on that, and there is going to be continued need 
to be — money to take care of environmental issues there. 

And that is all I had. I just briefly wanted to say that the — al- 
though this is very important to us, all these environmental pro- 
grams — or these programs that help us pay for these environ- 
mental fixes on the farm, the milk price really is primary to this, 
and if we had the money and were more profitable, a lot of these 
things would take care of themselves and we would not need as 
much outside money. 

[The prepared statement of Mr. Hall can be found on page 75 in 
the appendix.] 

Senator Leahy. You probably would not be surprised to know 
you are not the only person who has told me that. And you are so 
right. 

Ms. Wonnacott. 

STATEMENT OF ENID WONNACOTT, EXECUTIVE DIRECTOR, 

NORTHEAST ORGANIC FARMERS OF VERMONT, RICHMOND, 

VERMONT 

Ms. Wonnacott. Thank you very much for allowing me to be 
here. 

My name is Enid Wonnacott. I am the executive director of the 
Northeast Organic Farming Association of Vermont. I have been at 
NOFA for 20 years, and I have witnessed several farm bills. They 
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have not historically promoted policies that favor small farms, nor 
local food systems. Rather, they have been directed to the produc- 
tion and export of commodity crops. 

Michael Pollan recently wrote that most Americans are not en- 
gaged in the process of creating the Farm Bill, that many people 
do not know a farmer nor care about agriculture. But we all eat. 
And he recommended that this time around let us call it the Food 
Bill. Of course, Vermont’s different in that most Vermonters know 
farmers. Most Vermonters care about agriculture, but it begs the 
question: How would our agricultural system be different if our 
country created a food bill or a farm and food bill every 5 years? 

Many people question why the national market for organic food 
increases more than 20 percent a year or why organic farming is 
the fastest growing agricultural sector in Vermont. There are cur- 
rently 394 organic producers in Vermont growing food on 66,000 
acres, over $60 million in gross sales, and by the end of 2007 18 
percent of the dairy farms in Vermont will be organic. 

The growth may be based on science or fear or taste, but more 
than these factors, I think consumers want to know where their 
food comes from. They want a food experience. They want the op- 
portunity to buy food directly from the farmers of Vermont and 
from their neighbors. 

NOFA-Vermont supports a Farm and Food Bill that focuses less 
on the development of export markets and more on the develop- 
ment of local and regional markets. With relocalization as the 
screen, some of the highlights of a 2007 Farm and Food Bill would 
include support for organic programs that will help bridge the gap 
between demand for organic food products and supply, including re- 
authorization of the Organic Certification Cost Share — it has made 
a big difference for a lot of farmers; an organic conversion program 
that is rooted in on-farm technical assistance; a credible and re- 
spected national organic program that works to maintain the integ- 
rity of the organic label. 

Senator Leahy. Yes. 

Ms. Wonnacott. And the removal of Federal regulatory barriers 
that impede the development of local and regional markets, espe- 
cially for meat. It would include a nutrition title that meets the 
mutual goals of market development and food access creating a 
new Child and Youth Nutrition Program modeled after the Senior 
Farmers Market Nutrition Program that supports local food pur- 
chasing contracts to low-income child-care centers, summer feeding 
programs, and school food programs; that enables food stamps to 
be used at farmers’ markets, farm stands, and CSAs, which is sup- 
ported in USDA’s new proposed WIC rules. Currently $4 million a 
month is being spent in Vermont in food stamps, none of which are 
being captured by farmers in Vermont. And that is because local 
markets do not have the capacity to accept electronic benefits. 

A nutrition title that supports the components of the child nutri- 
tion and WIC Reauthorization Act, specifically Section 122; access 
to local food and school gardens, which was authorized but not 
funded by Congress; and a title that would strengthen the Food 
Stamp Program by increasing the minimum benefit. 

This Farm and Food Bill would support a research title that 
mandates a risk assessment on emerging agricultural technologies, 
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like genetically modified organisms. This analysis needs to take 
place at the Federal level to provide clarity for the States. That lev- 
els the playing field with research on organic and sustainable agri- 
culture. Despite the growth in organic, funding for organic research 
has remained stagnant at a half of 1 percent of all research dollars. 

A research title that prioritizes classical plant and animal breed- 
ing within the National Research Initiatives’ germplasm program 
to maintain genetic diversity and seed and breed stock that is 
adapted to changing environmental and climactic conditions; and 
an energy title that supports energy efficiency for small farms and 
support for on-farm energy production. Currently most of the fund- 
ing support has been for larger farms and not necessarily appro- 
priate to scale for small farms, and by small in Vermont I mean 
less than 80 cows. The support has been for farms of larger than 
80 cows. 

There are many current programs that support these priorities 
that NOFA-Vermont has taken advantage of and appreciate, in- 
cluding the value-added producer grants, community food projects, 
competitive grants program, Farmers’ Market Promotion Program, 
Senior Farmers Market Nutrition Program, and SARE. NOFA- 
Vermont currently receives or has received Federal support for our 
program work from these important programs. 

In closing, now that we are beeping, I would like to advocate for 
the work of the Commission on Small Farms in their 1998 report 
entitled “A Time to Act.” Many of the recommendations of NOFA- 
Vermont and complementary national organizations are embodied 
in the Commission’s report. The Commission, for instance, rec- 
ommended the creation of a new title from the 2002 Farm Bill 

Senator Leahy. Thank you. 

Ms. Wonnacott [continuing]. The small farm title. Thanks. 

[The prepared statement of Ms. Wonnacott can be found on page 
94 in the appendix.] 

Senator Leahy. Thank you very much. 

Mr. Daley. 

STATEMENT OF JAMES DALEY, CAMPAIGN DIRECTOR, 
NORTHERN FOREST ALLIANCE, STOWE, VERMONT 

Mr. Daley. Chairman Leahy, I would like to ask for permission 
to offer an amendment to my colleague’s suggestion of a Farms and 
Foods Bill and make it Farms, Foods, and Forests Bill. 

Ms. Wonnacott. Good. I like that. 

Mr. Daley. The headlines 

Ms. Wonnacott. I support that. 

Senator Leahy. As you know when I became chairman of the 
Committee, I changed the name to Agriculture, Nutrition, and For- 
estry, so 

Mr. Daley. And in fact, I wanted to start by noting, in case 
Vermonters are not aware, that you have been I think the single 
greatest champion for U.S. Forest Service state and private for- 
estry programs of any member of the Congress, at least in the time 
I have been doing this work. 

Senator Leahy. Thank you. 

Mr. Daley. And in fact, if you only take away one theme from 
my comments today, it is that our Department of Forests, Parks, 
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and Recreation is doing a tremendous job of working with land- 
owners and communities on forest conservation and stewardship, 
and if we can fund the programs that they use, that would be, you 
know, a great assistance that the Farm Bill could provide to the 
future of our forests here in Vermont and across the country. 

One bit of context that I want to offer before diving into some 
policy recommendations, if you are not familiar with the “Forests 
on the Edge” study that was just completed by the U.S. Forest 
Service, I commend it to your attention, and what the Forest Serv- 
ice found is that 44 million acres of private forestland across the 
country will be developed in the next 25 years, and when you look 
at the State of Vermont, almost the entire State is projected to see 
medium or high rate of change from forest development. 

The Connecticut River watershed, of course, close to Congress- 
man Welch’s heart, is ranked in the top 20 watersheds in the Na- 
tion for projected future development. So we are looking at sub- 
urbanization of Vermont’s forests by subdivision and development 
on a massive scale, and I would suggest to you that puts the 
Vermont way of life at risk. 

The good news is that this has really unified the forest commu- 
nity in ways never seen before. We kind of figured out in the great 
words of Benjamin Franklin that we will either hang together or 
we will hang separately, and so we have — we have come together 
to develop a comprehensive forest policy package for the next Farm 
Bill that is supported at the State level, at the regional level, and 
actually we have now got a new national Forests in the Farm Bill 
Coalition that includes the hardwood lumber manufacturers on one 
side of the table and the wilderness society on the other. 

And so I just want to give you four areas of policy recommenda- 
tion that are focuses for us and then close with a couple of words 
from the next generation of Vermont forest landowners. 

My four areas of policy recommendation. The first is to fund ex- 
isting programs that work. You, Senator, have led a letter for many 
years asking for annual appropriations for State and private for- 
estry programs, and we need that promise to be kept. We estab- 
lished these programs in the Farm Bill. We need as many of them 
to have mandatory funding as possible, but as we have learned 
with some programs, even mandatory does not seem to be enough 
to actually deliver that funding, so we need to fund the programs 
that work, like forest stewardship, forest legacy, forest utilization 
and marketing, and others. 

Two, the forest community has come together behind a new State 
forest planning process that would mirror the recent State wildlife 
plans that have been completed across the country, and this would 
give us under the leadership of our own great State forester here, 
Steve Sinclair, and others like him across the country a com- 
prehensive and coordinated approach to how we apply these pro- 
grams. And I think that would help in getting annual appropria- 
tions if we could show that they are performance based and are 
truly efficient. 

Third, we need to deliver reliable cost share and incentive fund- 
ing for forest landowners. One of the great reasons why these for- 
ests are being sold across the country and across Vermont is that 
the gap between forestland’s value for development has risen 117 
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percent in Vermont since 2001, but the costs associated with 
forestland ownership and the returns associated with forestland 
ownership have not kept pace. So if we can find cost share and in- 
centive funding to help compensate private landowners for the val- 
ues that they are delivering to the public, that will help close that 
gap between the value they are able to derive from owning forests 
as forests as opposed to feeling compelled to sell land for develop- 
ment to get a reasonable rate of return. 

Two concerns on that front. The national momentum is clearly 
to push that cost share and incentive funding into conservation 
title programs. And if that happens here in Vermont, two things 
would be required for that to work here and in States like New 
York that, as you know, Senator Leahy, are also dairy — heavy 
dairy States. If, for example, EQIP is going to provide cost share 
funding for landowners, No. 1, we still want the state foresters and 
not NRCS to be the entity that works with landowners and directs 
that funding; and second, the forest funding should be separate 
from the ag funding so that forestlanders do actually eventually get 
to the head of the line. 

The last thing I want to talk about is community forest pro- 
grams. You noted, Senator Leahy, that my organization, the North- 
ern Forest Alliance, has been leading something called the 
Vermont Town Forest Project here helping communities around the 
State take leadership for forest ownership, conservation, and man- 
agement statewide, and so we have two proposals. 

One is a new Community Forest and Open Space Program that 
would deliver funding directly to communities for acquisition of 
forestland. When private landowners can no longer afford to hold 
those lands, we think communities are a great new landowner that 
can continue to deliver those benefits to the State of — people of 
Vermont. 

And second, a community wood energy program. Senator Sand- 
ers, this goes directly to something that you said earlier: How can 
we find sustainable energy solutions here at home? We have a vi- 
sion for how we can use town forests to help feed local wood energy 
heating systems in our schools and in our public buildings so we 
can create a closed-loop system of sustainable carbon-neutral en- 
ergy from our forests here in the State of Vermont. And we would 
love a little bit of assistance through a new community wood en- 
ergy program to help create that new looped energy system using 
our own forests. 

Thank you very much for your time. 

[The prepared statement of Mr. Daley can be found on page 52 
in the appendix.] 

Senator Leahy. Thank you. And thank you all for keeping within 
time. I am just going to just go to one question. I may do — send 
you follow-ups afterwards, but 

Mr. Hall, you’ve talked about EQIP and FRPP, these working 
lands conservation programs. As you know, in the last bill we put 
in this regional equity requirement that guarantees small States a 
small State minimum, get at least $12 million per year in con- 
servation funding, but I was struck by what you said about some- 
times how long it takes getting through the bureaucracy. The 
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money might be there, but getting through the bureaucracy, which 
can be overwhelming to a small farmer. 

And you spoke to some of the things that can be done. If we took 
away from this, what would be the No. 1 thing that could be done 
to speed up during these kind of conservation grants for people like 
yourself who want to use them? 

Mr. Hall. You mean as far as getting payments out, you are 
talking about? 

Senator Leahy. You talked about how long it can take in your 
planning and all that — you are paying interest charges and 

Mr. Hall. Right. 

Senator Leahy. What do you do to speed that up? 

Mr. Hall. Well, I think to simplify the contracts is probably a 
good idea, and I have no idea what happens on the other end with 
how much paperwork has to be done, but I assume it is just im- 
mense, and I did not really understand sometimes what the delay 
was all about, but there is a tremendous delay to get this money. 

Senator Sanders. A delay in a Federal program? We are 
shocked. 

Senator Leahy. That is right. 

Mr. Hall. So I cannot really speak to exactly what should be 
done, but 

Senator Leahy. But certainly the delay 

Mr. Hall. It is too cumbersome. 

Senator Leahy. We certainly should find a way to speed this up 
is what you’re saying. 

Mr. Hall. Yes. And then the other part I was just speaking 
about is 

Senator Leahy. I am thinking of the huge backlog there is right 
now. It just makes no sense. 

Mr. Hall. Is the length of the contract, I think is just a little 
bit long, and you are trying to look out too many years ahead, and 
things change on the farm in the meantime, so 

Senator Leahy. And, Ms. Wonnacott, I know that you seem dis- 
couraged about some of these farm bills, but I think you would 
admit that the Organic Foods Production Act was part of a Farm 
Bill. 

Ms. Wonnacott. Right. 

Senator Leahy. And that has had some positive effects. 

Ms. Wonnacott. Yes. 

Senator Leahy. We had to fight every single major lobbyist for 
12 years to get it through. 

Ms. Wonnacott. Yes. 

Senator Leahy. Had to change the chairmanship with the Agri- 
culture Committee, but we did it, and it is something that so many 
of those that lobbied against it said it would be a colossal failure. 
We now have a $15 billion industry and growing. We have the most 
certified organic farms in the country on a per-capita basis here in 
Vermont, so there has been some positive. 

Ms. Wonnacott. Absolutely. 

Senator Leahy. And I have seen some of the food stamp usage 
at farm market — farmers’ markets. I do in Montpelier when I go 
to the farmers’ market there on weekends when I am home here 
in the summertime. 
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Ms. Wonnacott. That is the Farm to Family Coupon Program. 

Senator Leahy. I see that, too. Which was another program we 
started in the Farm Bill. 

What is the most significant threat to the strong standards of the 
current organic labeling law and regulations? 

Ms. Wonnacott. The pasture standard. 

Senator Leahy. The which? 

Ms. Wonnacott. The pasture standard. 

Senator Leahy. Yes. I think that I would hear that same answer 
in a number of other parts of the country; would I not? 

Ms. Wonnacott. Yes, you would. 

Senator Leahy. I also found as one big threat was remember 
back a couple years ago when one producer of organic chickens in 
another part of the country tried to change 

Ms. Wonnacott. Outdoor access. 

Senator Leahy [continuing]. In a midnight rider and what was 
organic feed for it. 

Ms. Wonnacott. Yes. And the outdoor access requirement, too. 

Senator Leahy. Yes. Mr. Daley, you want to close the gap be- 
tween the returns private forest landowners can realize from their 
act as far as — versus the development costs. If you could write one 
thing into the Farm Bill, into the forestry title, and there will be 
a forestry title, to narrow that gap, what would it be? 

Mr. Daley. Well, we are very excited about the prospect of 

Senator Leahy. Why don’t you pull that microphone a little clos- 
er. 

Ms. Wonnacott. I’m sorry. 

Mr. Daley. We are very interested in the potential of using the 
conservation security program to reward forest landowners for out- 
standing forest stewardship. CSP has been a very successful pro- 
gram in rewarding agricultural producers watershed by watershed 
to reward them for stewardship that conserves public values like 
water quality, and we think that especially in this part of the coun- 
try where most watersheds are either predominantly forested or at 
least equal parts forested and agricultural, that we ought to simi- 
larly reward forest landowners for outstanding stewardship that 
protects water quality and other public values. 

And that is the kind of financial compensation that I think pri- 
vate landowners deserve for the environmental benefits that they 
are delivering to the public, and that would, again, provide some 
financial returns that would close that gap between the value they 
can derive from holding forests as forests as opposed to converting 
it for development. 

Senator Leahy. Some of us who live nearby with forestland lis- 
ten to this a great deal. 

Senator Sanders. 

Senator Sanders. Thank you. I will try to be brief. 

Enid, let me start off with you. By the way, congratulations on 
the growth of NOFA. I remember going to your meetings a few dec- 
ades ago, and I was just there a couple weeks ago. You had 800 
people. 

Ms. Wonnacott. 950. 

Senator Sanders. Who is counting? 

Senator Leahy. And growing. 
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Senator Sanders. And young. And a lot of young farmers were 
there, family farmers. 

Enid, you indicated correctly that there has been an explosion in 
the number of people in Vermont and America that are now gravi- 
tating toward organic foods. The transition, whether it is dairy or 
vegetables or whatever it may be going from conventional to or- 
ganic, costs a bit of money. In your judgment, what kind of direct 
Federal assistance to farmers in fact would make sense covering 
that transition cost? 

Ms. Wonnacott. I think the most helpful is an on-farm technical 
assistance program. 

Senator Sanders. I am sorry? 

Ms. Wonnacott. Is an on-farm technical assistance program. It 
is not necessarily a conversion payment. The market processors are 
actually supplying some conversion payment. What the farmers in 
Vermont have found the most helpful is on-farm technical assist- 
ance. We have been able to supply that from a grant from the 
Vermont Agency of Agriculture and also through the Farm Viabil- 
ity Enhancement Program with cash-flow analysis and busi- 
ness — 

Senator Sanders. And NOFA is supplying that? 

Ms. Wonnacott. Yeah. We are a service provider for the Farm 
Viability Program, so we have five technical assistance staff right 
now working with farmers, and it really comes down to an indi- 
vidual farm-by-farm decision and process, and it is hard without 
on-farm technical assistance to make a successful transition. 

Senator Sanders. Thank you. 

Mr. Daley, some years back when I was Mayor of Burlington, we 
started the first wood chip burning plant in the State, which is still 
going very strongly, and one of the things that a lot of people are 
not aware of is that to the best of my knowledge, Vermont leads 
the whole country in the number of schools that are now heating 
with wood chips. I think, what, we are over 40 schools now? 

Mr. Daley. It is a significant number; I know that. 

Senator Sanders. And it is a growing number, and that is a good 
step forward, because it saves school districts money, it provides 
local jobs, and it is friendlier to the environment. 

As we talk about biofuels in general and try to deal with the po- 
tential disasters of global warming, talk a little bit about the role 
that you see our forests playing in providing biofuels to heat our 
State and so forth. 

Mr. Daley. Absolutely. And, you know, there — of course, things 
are happening at two different scales. As you mentioned, you have 
got, you know, the McNeil Generating Station in Burlington and 
larger scale use of biomass and then community-scale biomass, as 
you talked about with the Fuels For Schools Program and other 
smaller scale efforts, and we have been focusing most of our atten- 
tion in this proposal on the community scale side of things. We 
think that that is where just a little bit of additional technical as- 
sistance and funding would make the greatest impact, and we 
think at that Vermont scale we really have an opportunity to cre- 
ate a model that will lead the Nation. 

So I do think that there is a wonderful opportunity for us to find 
a carbon-neutral energy source where it is not only a beneficial 
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model environmentally but we are sort of becoming forest and en- 
ergy locavores, if you will, and so that is what we are trying to es- 
tablish through this idea of a community wood energy program 
where we would be using, you know, town forests to actually sup- 
ply town energy needs so that people can actually see the costs and 
the impacts of where their energy is coming from. 

Senator Sanders. And you save a lot of money on transportation, 
as well. 

Mr. Daley. Exactly. Which of course we know that when you 
truck something from one place to another, that has an energy 
cost. And we think there is a way to rewire the system pretty dra- 
matically that here in Vermont we can create something that 
would be a model for the Nation. 

Senator Sanders. I agree with you. 

OK. Thank you very much, Mr. Chairman. 

Senator Leahy. That is an exciting concept. 

And incidentally, the grants for transitioning to organic, that is 
one of the things I raised in the last Senate Agriculture hearing. 
It is one of the things that is going to be looked at in the next 
Farm Bill. 

Ms. Wonnacott. Great. Thank you. 

Senator Leahy. Congressman Welch? 

Mr. Welch. Thank you. 

Mr. Hall, I know you have done a lot of work on nutrient man- 
agement, and I am wondering for your recommendations on how 
the USDA can best support local nutrient management efforts. 

Mr. Hall. We have gotten a lot of support on the nutrient man- 
agement piece of the puzzle. We did on our large farm permit on 
the East Montpelier dairy and we have 

Mr. Welch. You want to get that microphone a little bit? 

Mr. Hall. And we have recently at our other farm in East 
Craftsbury with the MFO. We are getting financial assistance 
through the State to help develop those plans, and there are some 
really good planners, and we have some choices of who we can — 
who we can have, so that has worked quite well for us. 

Mr. Welch. Thank you. 

And, Enid, I want to thank you for NOFA’s great work. 

Ms. Wonnacott. Thank you. 

Mr. Welch. When I first came to the Legislature in 1981, I was 
on the Agriculture Committee. I remember the NOFA folks coming 
in, and I think all five members were in the committee room. 

But — you have touched on this a bit, but what are the specific 
recommendations that you would make for the 2007 Farm Bill to 
help farmers who want to make the transition to organic? 

Ms. Wonnacott. You know, as I said, I think that largely it is 
a technical assistance issue. 

Mr. Welch. Yes. 

Ms. Wonnacott. There is — and specifically for dairy is where 
the greatest technical assistance is needed. Organic vegetable pro- 
duction is a much older industry. There are a lot of farmer men- 
tors. There is research that has already been done, and there is 
much more university expertise and support. 

On the dairy and livestock, there are — it is a much younger in- 
dustry largely because until the National Organic Program, you 
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could not legally certify organic meat or label it as certified organic. 
So it is a much younger industry. There are fewer farmer mentors, 
and there is very little research that has been accomplished, and 
there are existing regulatory barriers. So I think there are cer- 
tainly policy initiatives that could help that transition, but on a 
day-to-day 

Mr. Welch. Technical assistance. 

Ms. Wonnacott [continuing]. What is going to help success is 
on-farm technical assistance. 

Mr. Welch. Great. All right. Thank you. 

And, Jad, you are doing great things in West Fairlee with the 
forest there, and you have described that very well. It is quite ex- 
citing to get that the regionalization, which is the theme we are 
hearing over and over again: Intensify what we have; take advan- 
tage of it; keep it local. 

What are some of the other specific things that we can do in the 
Farm Bill to help foster sustainability in forestry, in local value- 
added production? 

Mr. Daley. Well, you touched on the West Fairlee town forest 
and the acquisition of that town forest, and I think that is actually 
one of the most exciting opportunities that we have for fostering a 
sustained timber economy in our State and sustainable use of our 
forests. You know, we have got towns like West Fairlee, which is 
a small town of less than a thousand people, that is looking to pur- 
chase 1800 acres of forestland that will be managed for a host of 
forest products as well as public benefits. 

On the other side of the State you have got the town of Goshen, 
which is a town of 250 some residents, that has generated about 
$250,000 of logging revenue from its town forest, both feeding local 
timber supplies and helping, you know, balance the local budget for 
that very small community. And they have even used some of the 
wood for local concerns like rebuilding historic structures in the 
town. 

So to me I think that the idea of community forests is sort of a 
shining example of how we can create a sustainable forest economy 
and culture moving forward in our State. 

Mr. Welch. OK. Thank you. 

Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 

Senator Leahy. I want to thank all three of you for being here, 
Jad, Enid, and Richard, and do not be surprised if you get some 
calls from either me or my staff as we are going forward in this 
Farm Bill. You are going to hear yourself quoted a lot in Wash- 
ington as we get in that debate. 

Thank you very much. 

Our next panel will have Bill Rowell. Bill and his brother operate 
the Green Mountain Dairy in Highgate. That is a well-run, 900- 
milker operation. He is a member of St. Albans Cooperative. And 
the Rowells have participated in the USDA Rural Development Re- 
newable Energy Grant Program that is included in the 2002 Farm 
Bill. 

Your farm survived a few years ago when the Grateful Dead had 
a major concert, which I read about, in Highgate. 

Andrew Meyer is well known to all of us. He has been very active 
in rural development initiatives. Of course, I used to see him on al- 
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most a daily basis when he was working for my colleague Jim Jef- 
fords in Washington. He’s at the center of a number of ventures in 
the Hardwick-Greensboro area. The USDA Rural Development just 
awarded NVDA a grant to fund a feasibility study for an agri- 
culture incubator building. He and his brothers have an organic 
dairy operation and continue to get high-quality milk — or milk 
quality awards. He has established the Vermont Soy Company. It 
is an alternative crop for farmers. 

Linda Berlin is also very well known to all of us. She is a food 
nutrition specialist with the UVM Extension. She is a board mem- 
ber of the Campaign to End Childhood Hunger. 

And if I can just mention personally, thank you. Thank you for 
that. 

And she has an extensive knowledge of the whole range of USDA 
food and agricultural programs. 

And going from my right to left as we have been, Mr. Meyer, we 
will start with you. 

STATEMENT OF ANDREW MEYER, VERMONT SOY, HARDWICK, 

VERMONT 

Mr. Meyer. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. I greatly appreciate this 
opportunity to discuss the importance of the USDA’s Rural Devel- 
opment programs and am pleased to address the entire Vermont 
Delegation today. My name is Andrew Meyer, and I am from Hard- 
wick. 

As you began the discussions and debate over the 2007 Farm 
Bill, your continued support and understanding of the importance 
of how rural development programs impact the economic viability 
of Vermont and other rural States is critical. 

Mr. Chairman, I grew up on a small dairy farm in rural Vermont 
and believe strongly in the significance that farming has on 
Vermont’s rural character and economic viability. I share my time 
now on our family’s organic dairy farm along with two new ven- 
tures that I have started: Vermont Soy and Vermont Natural Coat- 
ings. Both new companies seek to convert raw agricultural mate- 
rials from local producers into value-added products. 

Vermont Soy, a new food processing venture, is launching a new 
line of soy products, as well as other organic products. Our goal at 
Vermont Soy is to source high-quality soybeans from local farmers. 
To assist area farmers, we are conducting soybean variety trials 
and developing technical and infrastructure support necessary to 
enable farmers to grow for us. As more Vermont dairy farmers seek 
additional profit-making opportunities, growing soybeans along 
with other specialty crops may prove beneficial. 

Vermont Natural Coatings, another Hardwick business that we 
have engaged in, produces whey-protein-based, environmentally 
safe wood finishes. Our new patented formulations, invented 
through research at the University of Vermont, converts a cheese 
by-product into a high-performance, safe wood finish. Similar to 
Vermont Soy, our goal is to convert local raw materials into value- 
added products for farmers. 

Both companies have been supported by rural development pro- 
grams, including staff support, financing, marketing and technical 
assistance. Farmers and small businesses alike can benefit from 
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continued support from programs, such as the 9006 Renewable En- 
ergy Program, the Producer Value-Added Program, rural enterprise 
development grants, and increased marketing and technical assist- 
ance. 

Although functional and useful, some programs require a stream- 
lined application process, small project set-asides, and a greater 
percentage of total costs covered. 

Another area of importance that deserves review and attention 
is the need for rural Vermont’s telecommunications infrastructure. 
For Vermont’s rural businesses to be competitive in today’s mar- 
kets, they will need to have access to a high-speed regional net- 
work system. 

Supporting agricultural-based businesses and ventures in rural 
America is critical. To be successful, programs in the 2007 Farm 
Bill need to sustain and enhance infrastructure that supports new 
innovations in food- and agricultural-based products. For example, 
the Northeast Kingdom of Vermont has a vast resource of agri- 
culture and forest raw materials; however, because the region lacks 
the necessary infrastructure to convert those raw materials into 
processed goods, the communities and producers in that area do 
not benefit from those value-added markets. 

The town of Hardwick, recognizing the market opportunities in 
this area, is quickly becoming the agricultural center of Vermont, 
where agricultural-based businesses are building partnerships with 
local agricultural producers to create and produce high-quality 
value-added products. Currently the Industrial Park, which is 
named the Agricultural Food Park, is home to our two new compa- 
nies and also Vermont Milk Company, which is now processing 
Vermont milk, and the Sugarman, processing and producing — 
packaging Vermont maple syrup. 

Recently the town, as the chairman described, received a Rural 
Business Enterprise Grant to conduct a feasibility study on the ex- 
pansion of our Agricultural Food Park with the creation of a new 
food incubator building. In addition to the food business incubator, 
the creation of a Functional Food Technology Initiative as part of 
the 2007 Farm Bill would create opportunities that build and 
strengthen on the region’s ability to add value to new products. 

The Rural Development title of the Farm Bill has great potential 
for stimulating Vermont’s economic foundation. One of the areas 
that should be addressed is the enhancement of biobased products. 
Recently a nonprofit was started in Hardwick called The Center for 
a Biobased Economy where we are trying to educate the public 
about the importance of supporting an economy in which profit- 
ability and equity are created, maintained, and enhanced through 
practices that promote stewardship, environmental health, and so- 
cial responsibility. 

Expanding and strengthening agriculture businesses so vital to 
Vermont and other rural States involves the coordination and sup- 
port of many different interests. As Congress discusses and debates 
the Farm Bill, it will be important for the Vermont Delegation to 
recognize the issues that impact the ability of new agriculture sec- 
tors to flourish. 

Thank you for your time, and I will answer any questions. 
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[The prepared statement of Mr. Meyer can be found on page 83 
in the appendix.] 

Senator Leahy. Thank you. And I intend to ask you some ques- 
tions about the broadband. 

Mr. Rowell. 

STATEMENT OF WILLARD ROWELL, JR., HIGHGATE CENTER, 

VERMONT 

Senator Leahy. Mr. Rowell. 

Mr. Rowell. Gentlemen, it is nice to see you home working in 
the field. I think the first time I came to the Capitol Robert Staf- 
ford was lieutenant Governor. I was just a boy. 

Senator Leahy. Thank you. 

Mr. Rowell. It is always a pleasure to come to the Statehouse. 
They have good 

Senator Leahy. I delivered newspapers to him. 

Mr. Rowell. They have good soup here. 

Senator Leahy. They do. 

Mr. Rowell. We have over a thousand cows. We produce 22 mil- 
lion pounds of milk annually. Our cropland consists of 1200 acres 
in three towns: Sheldon, Highgate, and Swanton. Our manure 
waste stream is a 10 million-gallon-a year affair. We are located in 
the Missisquoi Bay watershed. 

Green Mountain Dairy operates as a large farm under Vermont 
ag rules, and we are in the process of implementing an anaerobic 
digester system. We hope to improve our economics; manage the 
waste stream; produce electricity, nearly 2 million kilowatts a year. 
We expect tremendous benefits to the farm. We expect tremendous 
benefits for society and the environment. We are quite excited, and 
expect to be on-line this week. 

Section 9006 encourages development of renewable energy by 
providing money to accomplish the goal. The program falls short of 
the mark. Intended money arrives too late in the process to maxi- 
mize its value to the farm, and it actually creates a heightened 
burden on the farmer. 

Feasibility studies told us without the USDA grant, the project 
was not possible. Lenders were otherwise unwilling to commit. We 
received a grant, $335,000. One of only eight in the country award- 
ed. Twenty-nine digester projects applied; eight were awarded. A 
$500,000 cap on the grant means we spent $4 million or less na- 
tionally to reclassify a waste stream as a resource. Our project cost 
us $2 million, and to date we have not received one dime. We ex- 
pect to be on-line this week, and the money would have been use- 
ful. 

Pleasant Valley farms of Berkshire has been on-line for three 
and a half months. They have not received any money. Montagne 
Farms of St. Albans Bay, still under construction, probably better 
than halfway through the process; they have not seen any money. 
And Walter Gladstone from Bradford, I think he is trying to decide 
whether it is worth the risk. He was the fourth project. 

The money is very difficult to qualify. The process is simply too 
complicated if you are a farmer. It turns out the money is paid at 
the end, after the project is up and running, with receipted proof 
of payment. 
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This grant proposal took me four and a half months to pull all 
the information together. 

Senator Sanders. But think of all the paper you can now use for 
fuel. 

Mr. Rowell. Well, it is kind of like a Sears catalog. 

Senator Leahy. They have other use. I’m sorry. Go ahead. That’s 
for the older members here. 

Mr. Rowell. It took four and a half months to write, and it was 
quite an education. It contains all of the reference material for any 
information the government might require. 

I think we are spending too much time on redundant informa- 
tion. You have a dedicated staff here in Vermont that is short of 
time because they are spending too much time producing informa- 
tion that you already have. Our budgets, all three farms men- 
tioned, were contingent on and included the grant money. So as it 
turns out, we are jumping through hoops waiting for eventual re- 
imbursement while the farm pays interest on a S2 million project. 
I am sure this does not work as the founders originally intended. 

If we want to see more of these projects which the country em- 
braces, renewable energy, that has to change. Also, the level of 
funding has to increase, and for the many benefits these digesters 
provide, the number of digester projects need to increase. 

Last year we planted 80 million acres of corn. This year we will 
increase that by 10 million acres, and, weather permitting, we will 
produce 13 billion bushels of corn. A bushel of corn will produce 2.8 
gallons of ethanol, which I believe the government subsidizes at 51 
cents a gallon. Corn is a valuable resource. It has already doubled 
in price. Some of us are concerned we have created a gold rush. 
The land grab has already started. 

As this unfolds, we may see disastrous results with a sharp rise 
in food prices and everything else. We have animals to feed and a 
human population to sustain. We need to protect our resources by 
investing in infrastructure that will maximize the benefits to soci- 
ety. 

[The prepared statement of Mr. Rowell can be found on page 91 
in the appendix.] 

Senator Leahy. Thank you. Thank you. And I want to go back 
to a couple of the points you made. 

Ms. Berlin, somebody asked when we were going to see milk 
around here. I want you to know, I am drinking Vermont Pure 
water, but I see the milk is here. 

STATEMENT OF LINDA BERLIN, Ph.D., UNIVERSITY OF 

VERMONT, DEPARTMENT OF NUTRITION AND FOOD 

SCIENCES, BURLINGTON, VERMONT 

Ms. Berlin. I brought the milk, but not the milk mustache. 

Linda Berlin, University of Vermont Extension. I first wish to ex- 
tend my thanks to you, Senator Leahy, for chairing these hearings 
and for your ongoing and deep commitment to food and farming 
issues, and to Senator Sanders and Congressman Welch as well for 
being here today. 

My focus today will be on nutrition and hunger issues and how 
important it is for the Farm Bill to prioritize national health and 
nutrition goals along with other critical goals. While most people 
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think primarily about the impact of the Farm Bill on farmers and 
rural communities, U.S. agriculture policy has a major impact on 
us all. Simply stated, the Farm Bill influences not just what food 
is grown but also what food is eaten. 

The U.S. dietary guidelines, based in sound science, advise that 
we increase our consumption of fruit, vegetables, whole grains, low- 
fat dairy products, along with other recommendations. In contrast, 
the current food environment encourages consumption of high-fat, 
high-salt, high-sugar foods which are low in essential vitamins, 
minerals, and fiber, because they are most affordable. 

The obesity and diabetes crises are national consequences of this 
situation. Additionally, rates of hunger and inadequate nutrition 
are growing despite the country’s abundant food supply. It is my 
deeply held belief that the Farm Bill needs to and can simulta- 
neously promote public health and meet the needs of all farmers 
by setting Federal policy that seeks balance between our Nation’s 
priorities of a sound agricultural system and healthful, affordable 
food. 

In the Northeast approximately 4 million people rely on agri- 
culture for their livelihoods, and nearly 69 million people consume 
food. We all have a stake in the 2007 Farm Bill. 

I will now expand on three priorities. First, build food security 
through the Food Stamp Program. While many people in the 
Northeast struggle with an excess of calories, nearly 1 million 
households, about 13 percent, with over 5 million individuals in 
these 12 States, live in food-insecure households. Ironically, obesity 
and hunger coexist in some households because cheap, calorie- 
dense foods with inadequate nutrition appease hunger pains. 

Over 80 percent of food stamp benefits go to households with 
children. Although research demonstrates that food stamp recipi- 
ents receive more nutrients in their diets than their low-income 
counterparts who are not participating in the Food Stamp Pro- 
gram, benefits remain inadequate. When money is tight, caring 
parents resort to buying this, Kool-Aid, instead of this, milk. To 
save the difference in equal amounts of these is $2.60 for a gallon 
of Kool-Aid versus milk. Parents in this great dairy State of 
Vermont are faced with similar dilemmas every time they shop. 
Additionally, the Food Stamp Program currently fails to reach ap- 
proximately 40 percent of eligibles. 

The second priority is to promote access to fresh local and cul- 
turally appropriate foods. The Community Food — Food Projects 
Grants Program is just completing its tenth year of providing 
money to innovative projects that promote comprehensive re- 
sponses to food, farm, and nutrition issues. Senator Leahy, I know 
that you have been a staunch supporter of Community Food 
Projects since their inception. 

Here in Vermont we have used these grant dollars in various 
ways, including to get food grown on small local farms to older 
adults at congregate meal sites; to teach children the joy of growing 
and consuming fresh vegetables; and to build interest among di- 
verse community members in providing more healthful food choices 
at schools. These projects are critical because they help to support 
the expansion of community-based food systems that are environ- 
mentally sound, promote health, and strengthen the local economy. 
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These types of impacts reflect the core values of Vermonters. In 
order to further this important work, these grants need to be au- 
thorized — reauthorized at a much higher level. 

The third priority is to encourage and promote programs that re- 
flect national health goals and nutrition guidelines. According to a 
recent report by the USDA Economic Research Service, for Ameri- 
cans to meet the fruit, vegetable, and whole grain recommenda- 
tions, domestic crop acreage would need to increase by an esti- 
mated 7.4 million harvested acres. Although the limited supply 
may be a consequence of consumer demand, it is also true that cur- 
rent agricultural subsidies do not promote this increase. 

While some farmers are advantaged by agricultural subsidies, 
Northeast farmers do not win overall. Here, because farmers 
produce relatively small quantities of the program crops that now 
receive commodity program subsidies, much of our region receives 
just 2 cents or less from USDA for every dollar in farm sales, com- 
pared to some other regions that receive up to 15 cents. The North- 
east would see a 200 percent increase in support levels if alloca- 
tions were based on the value of agricultural production. By ex- 
panding the list of commodity crops to include specialty crops such 
as fruits and vegetables for human consumption, we could simulta- 
neously address public health goals while helping some Northeast 
farmers. 

Ialso want to speak to improving awareness about what con- 
stitutes a healthful diet and how to obtain it, and I think nutrition 
education is very important in that regard, and so supporting nu- 
trition education is important. 

Thank you very much. 

[The prepared statement of Ms. Berlin can be found on page 52 
in the appendix.] 

Senator Leahy. No, I — I agree. You mentioned the problem of 
both obesity and diabetes, and the question is, we can pay up front 
or pay later. 

Ms. Berlin. Exactly. 

Senator Leahy. Mr. Rowell, I am going to begin with you, be- 
cause we speak about the 9006 

Mr. Rowell. Yes. 

Senator Leahy [continuing]. Program funds. There has been a lot 
of testimony in the Agriculture Committee that we — we need to ex- 
pand energy production both on and off the farms. We are talking 
about solar, mini windmills, things like this. But what I hear from 
you is a lot of these projects can be good, but the process is really 
bad. 

Mr. Rowell. Yes, sir. 

Senator Leahy. Did you get any impression that anybody read 
all this stuff that you prepared? 

Mr. Rowell. Well 

Senator Leahy. Did you get feedback to indicate that somebody 
was actually reading this? 

Mr. Rowell. I did not, but I got the impression that if — if we did 
not produce that document, we were not going to get the money. 
And now I am getting the impression 

Senator Leahy. Did you ever read Catch-22? 
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Mr. Rowell. Yes, sir. These — these provide a good management 
tool for a farm, and we have enough nutrients going into the lake, 
and I know you are a big Champ supporter, and we are trying to 
do something to do our part for the lake, for the environment, for 
our neighbors. 

Senator Leahy. But what you are trying to do is do both, save 
the lake and keeping the nutrients out of there, but also create en- 
ergy. 

Mr. Rowell. Well, Senator, we use on our farm each day about 
50,000 gallons of water. We count that the quality will be good. In 
the event that it was not, I think we would be done farming with 
that number of animals. 

Senator Leahy. And the percentages might vary in different 
farms around the State, but the answer would be the same; would 
it not? 

Mr. Rowell. Yes, sir, it would. 

Senator Leahy. Thank you. 

Mr. Meyer, good to see you again. Let me just ask one — one ques- 
tion. You raised the issue of broadband access, and there was a 
broadband program in the 2002 Farm Bill. Frankly, I think it has 
been a disaster. I think it has been poorly handled. You know, 
USDA was told to get this out to rural communities, like yours. 
Even Members of the Congressional Delegation, at least some of 
them live in these rural communities. But instead this has gone 
out into areas, larger communities, where it is already available. 
There is competition, whether it is cable or high-speed telephone 
lines or anything else, where it is not as necessary. 

The program — and this you would get the same answer from 
both Republicans and Democrats who have worked on this pro- 
gram. It was designed to get it into small areas. Frankly, this is 
going to be a major focus on the farm bills, how we get USDA to 
get on the stick and get it done right. They do many, many things 
right, but, boy, this has not been. 

I mean, how would — you are a small business owner. How impor- 
tant is broadband to — to a business in Hardwick? 

Mr. Meyer. I think broadband overall generally is critical to the 
success of rural businesses. More and more programming, soft- 
wares, on-line sales, marketing are conducted through the Internet, 
and without the capacity or the ability to have high-speed, it is 
going to be difficult to expand business opportunities. 

Senator Leahy. But how do you get that into the rural areas? 

Mr. Meyer. Well, I think there could be a number of things. One, 
the problem I think you face is that there are low-density popu- 
lations in these rural areas and no infrastructure that businesses 
who want to make money on this venture are going to be able to 
do, so having a public-private partnership I think is critical, either 
creating revolving loan funds where a business can enter into an 
agreement with a public entity to — to partner and make this hap- 
pen. 

Senator Leahy. I remember my grandparents talking about how 
excited they were when electricity came to South Ryegate, 
Vermont, and they turned it on — that was a low-density area at 
that time, but we had programs through the Department of Agri- 
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culture, through Rural Electrification, and got it there. Think what 
would have happened if we had not done that. 

Mr. Meyer. Well, I do not know. It is — I live in Hardwick, so it 
is hard to say. 

Senator Leahy. OK. 

Senator Sanders. But you have electricity now in Hardwick, 
right? 

Mr. Meyer. Most of the time. But it is the most expensive elec- 
tricity in the State of Vermont. 

Senator Leahy. You do not live in Middlesex, do you? I do not 
even want to get into that. I do not want to get into my total paro- 
chial issues, but let me show you my electric bill sometime. 

Let us see. Marcelle’s smiling in the back. She knows. 

We have had — Ms. Berlin, we have had tremendous support for 
the Food Stamp Program. I have seen over a hundred, I think 135, 
organizations that push for a strong nutrition title. You talked 
about improving expanded fresh fruit and vegetable programs to all 
50 States. What is the biggest burden in doing that? 

Ms. Berlin. The biggest burden. That is an interesting question. 
The Fresh Fruit and Vegetable Program provides fresh produce to 
schools, and I think my understanding is that probably the biggest 
challenges for the school food service workers who have a lot of 
work to do just to get by even opening cans when they are faced 
with fresh produce, it takes additional time to prepare those foods, 
and time means money, and so in order to expand programs that 
provide more fresh, local produce, or not local but just fresh, we 
have to consider those labor costs and expenses, particularly in the 
public school system. 

Senator Leahy. Thank you. We may follow up more on that, be- 
cause there is a growing urge among both sides of that in the Agri- 
culture Committee to get more. The very same reasons you have 
spoken about. 

Senator Sanders. 

Senator Sanders. Thank you very much. And let me concur with 
what everybody has said on broadband. It is beyond comprehension 
that today in the State of Vermont in our rural areas we still have 
towns that do not have high-speed Internet access. We are behind 
much of the country, and in fact, as everyone should know, the 
United States is behind much of the world, and it is not clear to 
me how a small town in Vermont without high-speed Internet ac- 
cess is going to be competitive and attract businesses. It is incom- 
prehensible. And we have got to make this a priority and move ag- 
gressively. 

What this panel is about is really focusing on a number of huge 
failings of our current Federal Government. The idea that in the 
United States today we have more and more people who are hun- 
gry is unacceptable. The idea that we are not dealing with good nu- 
trition and obesity is becoming a problem leading to huge health- 
care costs through diabetes and heart disease is an issue that we 
have got to address, as well. 

We have other areas in that — I am on the Environmental and 
Energy Committees, and let me tell you there will be a change in 
Federal policy in terms of global warming, and the question I want 
you all three to touch on is what role does small, family based agri- 
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culture play in that? And, of course, tied into that is how can we 
use energy production, energy efficiency, on the farm in terms of 
saving the family farm? 

Let me start off with Linda. Linda, give us some radical and bold 
ideas in terms of nutrition, because if we do not get a handle on 
obesity and other health problems, we are going to be spending 
tens of billions of dollars treating people who are going to die ear- 
lier than they should. Give us some really bold ideas in terms of 
what the Federal Government should be doing. 

Ms. Berlin. Well, I guess the first place my mind goes — you 
asked — is not subsidize corn production, which translates into high- 
fructose corn syrup, which is everywhere in our food supply, which 
is contributing to, you know, our obesity and diabetes rates. So I 
know that that is not a very popular thing to say, but maybe in 
Vermont it is more acceptable. 

Senator Sanders. OK. 

Ms. Berlin. Certainly, you know, we need — part of the support 
of local food systems is about getting more fresh products to people 
that taste good, that reminds people of what food should taste like, 
and so if we are talking about trying to support small-scale local 
producers, if we support — in our policies if we support bringing the 
price down of things that are good for us like that, then I think 
ultimately that contributes to our health and diet. 

Senator Sanders. Should the Federal Government be playing an 
active role in voluntarily trying to move people to good nutrition? 

Ms. Berlin. Absolutely. I mean, if we think about it, I think 
right now we spend about annually $100 billion in Medicare and 
Medicare expenses because of these diet-related diseases that we 
have, and so the Federal Government plays a role no matter how 
you slice it. We just would like the Federal Government to play a 
role in helping to improve it. 

Senator Sanders. Good. Thank you. 

Bill, let me ask you a question. 

Mr. Rowell. Yes. 

Senator Sanders. There is a lot of excitement about methane di- 
gesters. We see potential there. One of the problems is, as I under- 
stand it, the technology now can be utilized by bigger farms, not 
smaller farms. 

Mr. Rowell. Yes. 

Senator Sanders. So I want you to touch on that, but also touch 
on — on this issue. In my view, and correct me if I am wrong, New 
England is far behind other regions of this country in terms of 
growing biofuel products on the farms. Do you sense in the State 
of Vermont that farmers believe that they can bring in additional 
revenue, not only by, in a sense, producing electricity as you are 
doing through manure to methane but by growing other biofuel 
crops? 

Mr. Rowell. Yes. I sense that they can. We have some farms up 
in Franklin County that are growing biofuels with the hopes of 
bringing in extra income. The biodigester for us will bring in extra 
income. We are interested in that. We have a good — we have a 
good system with our government in this country. We have a lot 
of good people working at all levels to make it better, and we thank 
you all for your efforts to do that. 
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Darwin said it is not the most intelligent or the most fit who will 
survive but those who can adapt. So we have to adapt. The envi- 
ronment in Vermont is quite clean, exceptionally clean compared to 
other parts of the country. We enjoy a lot of things that probably 
people in the world would give quite a lot to have. 

I think we need to see more of these digesters. I think they will 
do something as far as in the event of a natural disaster, you could 
sustain life on a farm. You would have electricity, heat. We may 
be able to grow vegetables in large greenhouses with the heat. 
There are a number of things — we are not even sure what kind of 
a tool we have yet, it is so new, but it is going to expand, and it 
is going to provide some real tremendous benefits to the popu- 
lation. 

Senator Sanders. Andrew, let me just add — mention, congratula- 
tions — you know, we talk a lot about moving toward value-added 
products, a lot of talk. You are doing it, and congratulations on 
that. 

What role — or do you see a role in terms of public-private efforts 
helping Vermont farmers increase the capacity to produce value- 
added products? 

Mr. Meyer. I think that what is critical as we talk about energy 
and new market opportunities, is the conversion of that raw mate- 
rial to a product that meets a market call, and I think that the ef- 
forts that are going on in Hardwick now are looking to do such 
things public-private partnerships that create the infrastructure to 
allow a farmer to convert his or her products into cheese or a can- 
nery that can produce meat products or other dairy products, and 
in our case a soy product and other diversified crops. I think there 
is tremendous potential for converting the raw materials into dol- 
lars in the farmer’s pocket. 

Senator Sanders. OK. Thank you all very much. 

Senator Leahy. I could not help but think during John Hall’s an- 
swers and now Bill Rowell’s, this is the only agriculture hearing I 
have been in in 30 years where both Dickens and Darwin were 
quoted. And it did not start a major debate from the audience at 
the same time. 

Congressman Welch. 

Mr. Welch. Thank you. I — Senator Leahy, I just want to thank 
all of the witnesses, you folks and the people who preceded you, 
and time is growing late, and all my questions have really more or 
less been asked and answered, but I just want to make an observa- 
tion, Senator Leahy. Every witness has focused on I think a central 
insight that we need regionalization, that in a time of globalization 
where there are these forces that are completely beyond the control 
of our local communities, our small State, or even our country, that 
if we are going to maintain communities, we have to respond with 
intensifying regional approaches to solving a myriad of problems. 

And it is based on that insight that if you produce locally and 
you distribute locally using local resources and you integrate that 
into the local economy, it has the prospect of creating jobs, pre- 
serving the environment, reducing global warming, and promoting 
communities that are integrated where people are dependent, one 
another, on their efforts in working together. And I have just found 
that this path-breaking work that was done on the regional com- 
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pact, whether we call it that or not, that focus on regionalization 
is absolutely essential to underlie what it is we do, I think, in this 
Farm Bill. 

I want to thank you all. 

Mr. Rowell. Thank you. 

Senator Leahy. And I want to thank everybody for being here. 
I especially want to thank Senator Sanders and Congressman 
Welch for taking the time to do it. It has been an important hear- 
ing, but I could not help but feel it made me awfully proud to be 
a Vermonter and to see so many Vermonters here. I think over the 
years Vermonters’ voices have been heard a great deal in the var- 
ious farm bills. We just want to make sure that they are imple- 
mented the way we Vermonters say they should be. So I thank you 
all, and I especially thank my two colleagues I am privileged to 
serve with. 

We stand recessed. 

[Whereupon, at 12:31 p.m., the committee was adjourned.] 
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U.S. Senate Agriculture, Nutrition, and Forestry Committee 
Hearing: 2007 Farm Bill Opportunities for Vermont and the Northeast 
Monday, March 12, 2007 

Testimony from Linda Berlin, Ph.D., University of Vermont, Department of Nutrition 
and Food Sciences 

I first wish to extend my thanks to Senator Leahy for chairing these hearings, and for his 
ongoing and deep commitment to the food and farming concerns that face so many 
Vermont and Northeast communities and their citizens. I also wish to thank Senator 
Harkin for organizing this hearing. Senator Chambliss, and other members of the 
committee for your time and for giving me this opportunity to address you today. 

I was asked to speak to you about opportunities in the 2007 Farm Bill for Vermonters and 
those in the Northeast. As a Nutrition Specialist, I will focus primarily on nutrition and 
hunger issues, and how important it is for the Farm Bill to prioritize national health and 
nutrition goals, along with other critical goals. 

While most people think primarily about the impacts of the farm bill on farmers and rural 
communities, U.S. agriculture policy has a major impact on us all. Simply stated, the 
farm bill influences not just what food is grown, but also what food is eaten. Farm policy 
therefore has the potential to have a positive impact on the production and accessibility of 
healthful foods for all citizens. 

The U.S. Dietary Guidelines, based in sound science, advise that we increase our 
consumption of fruit, vegetables, nuts, and whole grains, along with other 
recommendations. In contrast, the current food environment encourages consumption of 
high fat, high salt, high sugar foods which are low in essential vitamins, minerals, and 
fiber, because they are most affordable. The obesity and diabetes crises are natural 
consequences of this situation. Additionally, rates of hunger and inadequate nutrition are 
growing despite the country’s abundant food supply. It is my deeply held belief that the 
farm bill needs to, and can, simultaneously promote public health and meet the needs of 
all farmers by setting federal policy that seeks balance between our nation’s priorities of a 
sound agricultural system, and healthful, affordable food. In the northeast, approximately 
4 million people rely on agriculture for their livelihoods, but nearly 69 million people 
consume food. We all have a stake in the 2007 farm bill. 

I will now expand on three specific priorities for the northeast that I hope will be 
reflected in the 2007 farm bill. They are: 

1) Build food security for all northeast citizens; 

2) Promote access to fresh, local, and culturally appropriate foods; and 

3) Encourage and promote programs that reflect national health goals and nutrition 
guidelines. 
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Build food security through the Food Stamp Program 

While many people in the northeast struggle with an excess of calories, nearly 1 million 
households (926,000 or 13%) with over 5 million individuals in these 12 states live in 
food-insecure households (2005) 1 . Food insecurity means they had insufficient money or 
other resources to acquire enough food, or to be sure that they would have what they 
needed, at some point during the year. Vermont had the highest percent increase in the 
most severe category of food insecurity in the last 5 years. Ironically, obesity and hunger 
co-exist in some households because cheap, calorie dense foods with inadequate nutrition 
appease hunger pains' 1 . Federal food and nutrition programs should provide adequate 
resources to enable recipients to access healthful foods. 

The Food Stamp Program is the primary food safety net for American households. Over 
80% of food stamp benefits go to households with children. Although research 
demonstrates that Food Stamp recipients receive more nutrients in their diets than their 
low-income counterparts who are not participating, benefits remain inadequate. The 
average benefit of $1 /person/meal does not translate into healthful meals. Studies of the 
Thrifty Food Plan confirm this inadequacy. When money is tight, caring parents resort to 
buying this (show koolaid) instead of this (show milk carton) to save (cost difference). 
Parents in this great dairy state of Vermont are faced with similar dilemmas every time 
they shop. It is clear that benefits need to be increased to reflect the cost of a healthful 
diet. 

For those who are eligible to receive food stamps but are not participating, even minimal 
benefits are lost. The food stamp program currently fails to reach approximately 40% of 
those eligible. Some households are not aware that they are eligible, others are reluctant 
to get assistance, and still others choose not to apply because the minimum benefit of $ 1 0 
may not cover the lost wages and transportation costs of applying. Other groups are 
excluded from eligibility despite their need, such as poor working families whose savings 
slightly exceeds program limits, or legal immigrants. 

All households deserve access to healthful foods. Inadequate diets not only affect health, 
but also impair children’s ability to learn, and adult’s ability to work. A society built on 
opportunity should give the children of our future the opportunity to succeed. 

Promote access to fresh, local, and culturally appropriate foods 
The Community Food Projects Grants Program is just completing its 10 th year of 
providing money to innovative projects that promote comprehensive responses to food, 
farm, and nutrition issues. Most projects emphasize access to fresh, local, and culturally 
appropriate foods. Senator Leahy, I know that you have been a staunch supporter of 
Community Food Projects since their inception. Over the past 10 years, 240 projects 
across the country, including a number in Vermont, have helped meet food needs of low- 
income residents. These grants enable communities to test creative approaches that 
address some of our most challenging food system issues. For example, here in Vermont, 
we have used grant money: 

1. To get food grown on small, local farms to older adults at congregate meal sites; 

2. To teach children the joy of growing and consuming fresh vegetables; and 
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3. To build interest among diverse community members in providing more healthful 
food choices at schools. 

Additionally, much of the progress on “farm-to-school” has stemmed from Community 
Food Projects Grants. These projects are critical because they help to support the 
expansion of community-based food systems that are environmentally sound, promote 
health, and strengthen the local economy. These types of impacts reflect the core values 
of Vennonters. 

In order to further this important work, these grants need to be reauthorized at a much 
higher level of funding. The Community Food Security Coalition and partner groups, of 
which I am a part, recommend reauthorization at $60.5 million to achieve a number of 
goals: 

1 . Continue to allow money for competitive Community Food Projects grants; 

2. Support systems that link local foods with community institutions such as 
schools; 

3. Promote innovative retail markets in urban and rural food deserts; 

4. Support the development of food policy councils and food systems networks; and 

5. Support expansion of urban community gardens. 

Additional funding or revised policies that can help make fresh, local foods more 
accessible, include: 

1 . Funds to support the use of EBT cards at Fanners’ Markets; 

2. Policy changes to enable schools and other institutions to exert geographic 
preference when purchasing foods; and 

3. Flexible policy to allow the Department of Defense Fresh Program to purchase 
local products. 

Encourage and promote programs that reflect national health goals and nutrition 
guidelines 

Although U.S. dietary guidelines emphasize the importance of eating a variety of nutrient 
-dense foods and beverages, including low-fat dairy products, while limiting the intake of 
saturated fats, added sugars, and salt, most Americans fall short of meeting the 
recommendations. This shortfall is due to many factors, some of which relate to the 
Farm Bill. 

First, our agricultural system does not currently produce adequate food to allow us to 
meet these recommendations. According to a recent report by the USD A Economic 
Research Service, for Americans to meet the fruit, vegetable, and whole grain 
recommendations, domestic crop acreage would need to increase by an estimated 7.4 
million harvested acres. Although this limited supply may be a consequence of consumer 
demand, it is also true that current agricultural subsidies do not promote this increase. 
While some farmers are advantaged by agricultural subsidies. Northeast farmers do not 
win overall. Flere, because farmers produce relatively small quantities of the program 
crops that now receive commodity program subsidies, much of our region receives just 2 
cents or less from USDA for every dollar in farm sales, compared to some other states 
that receive up to 15 cents. The Northeast would see a 200% increase in support levels if 
allocations were based on the value of agricultural production. By expanding the list of 
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commodity crops to include specialty crops such as fruits and vegetables for human 
consumption, we could simultaneously address public health goals while helping some 
northeast farmers. 

Improving awareness about what constitutes a healthful diet, and how to obtain it when 
resources are stretched, is also a factor in reaching national health goals. As a board 
member for the national Society for Nutrition Education I am a strong advocate for 
nutrition education programs that work. EFNEP, a nutrition education program run by 
extension offices around the country that targets pregnant women and families with 
children (part of the Farm Bill Research Title VII) was recognized by the General 
Accounting Office as the most effective federal nutrition education program. Because of 
recent efforts to establish EFNEP programs at 1 890 land grant colleges across the 
country, an overall increase in funding is necessary to build capacity among these 
deserving programs while maintaining adequate resources for the well-established 
programs at 1862 land grants such as the University of Vermont. 

Adequate funding or flexible regulations in numerous other food and nutrition programs 
would help Vermonters and others in the northeast meet national nutrition guidelines. 
Additional specific recommendations include to: 

• Expand the Fresh Fruit and Vegetable program to all 50 states. 

• Expand funding for the Farmers’ Market Nutrition programs. 

• Expand research to address the role of nutrition education in prevention of chronic 
disease. 

• Expand the Commodity Supplemental Food Program to all states, and include 
foods that are targeted to the nutritional needs of older adults. 

• Improve access to Food Stamp Nutrition Education. 

In closing, the farm and food system serves us all. Let’s make the 2007 “Farm Bill” a 
“Food Bill” that enables a flourishing agricultural system to nourish a healthy population. 

Thank you. 


1 Nord, Mark, Margaret Andrews, and Steven Carlson (November 2006) Household Food Security in the 
United States, 2005. ERR 29. Economic Research Service, U.S. Department of Agriculture. 

2 Drewnoski, Adam and S.E. Specter (2004) “Poverty and obesity: The role of energy density and energy 
costs.” American Journal of Clinical Nutrition 79(1): 6-16. 
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Testimony of the Northern Forest Alliance 
Jad Daley, Campaign Director 
To the 

Senate Committee on Agriculture, Nutrition, and Forestry 
The Honorable Tom Harkin, Chairman 

I am honored to have the chance to provide testimony to the Senate Committee on Agriculture, 
Nutrition, and Forestry concerning the 2007 Farm Bill and the opportunities to more fully 
address the needs of forests, forest landowners, and communities. United States Department of 
Agriculture (USD A) programs to support conservation and careful stewardship of forestland 
have been essential to Vermont’s success in maintaining its natural resources, economy, and 
quality of life. However, we feel that the next Farm Bill and subsequent annual appropriations 
can and must do more to support the leadership shown by private forestland owners and 
communities across our state and region. These individuals and communities are delivering a 
host of public benefits through their management and ownership of forestland, including support 
for our forest-based economy, clean water and air, wildlife, and outdoor recreation opportunities 
including hunting and fishing. I will focus my testimony and recommendations on how we can 
match the commitment of these stewards with financial resources and technical assistance for 
private landowners and communities to keep their forestlands intact and implement outstanding 
forest management. 

Here in Vermont, we are very fortunate that this great leadership for forest stewardship and 
conservation from private landowners and communities at the local level is matched one hundred 
percent by our federal and state officials. Senator Patrick Leahy, Senator Bemie Sanders, and 
Representative Peter Welch have long been great champions for forests and forest landowners. 

In particular, Vermonters owe a special debt of gratitude to Senator Leahy for his tremendous 
leadership for United States Forest Service State and Private Forestry programs. From his 
establishment of the highly valuable Forest Legacy Program in the 1990 Farm Bill to his annual 
work with Senator Richard Lugar to win strong appropriations for Forest Legacy and other 
important USFS State and Private Forestry programs like Urban and Community Forestry, 
Senator Leahy has been a monumental champion for forests in Vermont and the nation. 

We are also blessed here in Vermont with outstanding leadership from state government for 
forests. In particular, our Department of Forests, Parks, and Recreation is an essential partner for 
forest landowners and communities. Under the leadership of Commissioner Jonathan Wood and 
State Forester Steve Sinclair and through personnel like our county foresters, the Department has 
delivered outstanding support and partnership for forest landowners and communities across 
Vermont. Much of what the next Farm Bill must do is to provide enhanced resources and tools 
to enable these dedicated professionals to continue their outstanding efforts at an even higher and 
more comprehensive level. 

Vermont and Region’s Private Forests at a Crossroads 

To fully appreciate the need for enhanced forest funding in the next Farm Bill, it is important to 
appreciate the “perfect storm” of threats that are sweeping over private forestlands and 
community forests right now and into the foreseeable future in Vermont, the Northern Forest 
region, and across the nation. These threats include but are not limited to: 
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• Dramatically increased subdivision and development 

• Rising tax burdens, management costs, and other landowner challenges 

• New levels of infiltration by invasive and exotic species 

Perhaps the most pervasive threat to Vermont and the region’s forests is from subdivision and 
development. In its recent report. Forests on the Edge (Stein, 2005), the U.S. Forest Service 
projected that 44 million acres of private forests nationwide will be lost to development by 
2030 — 1 1 percent of all private forests. All fifteen of the top watersheds for projected 
development in the report were located in the eastern states. 

Of particular alarm to us here in Vermont, almost our entire state was projected in Forests on the 
Edge to see either “medium” or “high” change from development. The Connecticut River 
watershed in Vermont and New Hampshire, one of our state and region’s great natural treasures, 
was ranked among the top twenty in the nation for projected change from future development. 

This national analysis has been backstopped by similar statistics from regional and state 
assessments showing that Vermont’s forests are being subdivided into smaller and smaller 
parcels, not due solely to population growth, but also to inefficient development patterns. 
Vermont’s population growth rate from 1982 to 1992 was about 10 percent, yet the amount of 
land developed during this same period increased by 25 percent-two and half times more. 1 This 
pattern led to a doubling of Vermont landowners controlling less than ten acres from 1983 to 
1993, a trend that has surely only accelerated since. 2 

This high rate of change is driven by a number of factors, key among them that family forest 
owners are statistically an elderly group nearing or at retirement age that is enticed by 
skyrocketing development values and discouraged by rising ownership costs from taxes, 
management, and timber extraction. The average age of the 4.9 million family forest owners in 
Northeastern states is 60 years of age, creating a looming threat of massive ownership transfer in 
the coming decades. 3 As these owners increasingly look to retirement and consider passing their 
land onto their families, the growing gulf between forestland’s forest value and development 
value is a significant problem. From 2001 to 2005, the median price per acre of open land and 
forestland parcels of twenty-five acres or more rose 62%, from $974 per acre in 2001 to $1 ,580 
in 2005. Once these larger parcels were subdivided further, land values only escalated further: 
the median price per acre of open land and forestland parcels of between one and twenty- five 
acres rose from $4,505 per acre in 2001 to $10,000 in 2005 — a 117 percent increase. 4 


1 Kim Royar, Vermont Fish and Wildlife Department. See also Vermont Fish and Wildlife Service, Conserving 
Vermont's Natural Heritage: A Guide to Community-Based Planning for the Conservation of Vermont's Fish, 
Wildlife, and Biological Diversity , (2004), at p. 1 8. 

2 Kim Royar, Vermont Fish and Wildlife Department. See also Vermont Fish and Wildlife Service, Conserving 
Vermont 's Natural Heritage: A Guide to Community-Based Planning for the Conservation of Vermont 's Fish, 
Wildlife, and Biological Diversity , (2004), at p. 18. 

3 America’s Family Forest Owners, 2003, US Forest Service, Butler and Letherberry 

4 Vermont’s Housing Market - Trends and Perspectives, Handout by Phil Dodd for Forest Roundtable, Oct. 18, 
2006. Available at http://svr3.acomhost.eom/~vnrcorg/fit//presentations.htm 
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If we are to expect current and future generations of family forest owners to forego these 
significant returns for subdivision and development, we must help close the gap between the 
returns that landowners can expect from keeping lands forested. This includes offsetting sources 
of forest income and technical assistance to help them deal with rising development pressure, 
management costs, and stewardship challenges. This technical assistance will be particularly 
important if we are going to encourage and support a new generation of private forest owners 
trying to find its feet. 

In Vermont, New England, and now across the country, this shift among family forest owners is 
being exacerbated by the dramatic sell-off of industrial timberlands. In the Northern Forest 
region of New York Vermont, New Hampshire, and Maine, an incredible 23.8 million acres of 
forestland has changed hands since 1983, with 45 percent of that total in the last five years. 3 * 5 
This means that large tracts of working forestlands we have long counted on to supply local 
timber mills, provide public hunting access, and shelter local watersheds among other public 
values are in play for subdivision and development. Again, providing tools so that potential new 
owners of these areas have confidence that they can afford to own and manage these lands as 
working forest will be essential to maintaining our forest systems, economy, and way of life. 

Finally, it is important to pay special attention to new threats from invasive and exotic plants and 
pests, such as buckthorn, barberry, and the forest tent caterpillar. While some of the most 
dangerous new threats have not yet reached Vermont, they are working their way northward, 
aided in part by our warming climate. The rising costs and technical challenges from these 
species cannot be underestimated. Landowners will need funding and technical assistance from 
the Vermont Division of Forests to keep our forests healthy into the future, and adequate 
research funding is needed for the Division to stay one step ahead of new threats and identify 
best practices for dealing with current threats. 

Vermont Town Forest Project: Renewed Forest Leadership from Communities 

In addition to providing new resources to work with private forest owners, we must also creat 
new funding and tools to partner with communities. One of the most exciting trends for 
Vermont’s forests in recent years has been the renewed leadership for forest conservation and 
management shown by Vermont communities through their ownership and management of town 
forests. Across the state, Vermont towns are enhancing the connection of Vermonters to the 
woods and their neighbors by using our 60,000 acres of town forests as community rallying 
points. 

In celebration of this new community leadership, the Northern Forest Alliance and more than 
thirty public and private organizations launched the Vermont Town Forest Project in 2005 to 
provide a new support system for communities to enhance use, management, and acquisition of 
town forests. Our project partners include the U.S. Forest Service, our own Department of 
Forests, Parks, and Recreation and Department of Fish and Wildlife, the University of Vermont, 
Vermont Land Trust, Trust for Public Land, Vermont Natural Resources Council, Association of 


3 Hagan, J.M., L.C. Irland, and A.A. Whitman. 2005. Changing timberiand ownership in the Northern Forest and 

implication for biodiversity. Manomet Center for Conservation Sciences, report #MCCS0FCP-2005-l , Brunswick, 

Maine, at p. iii. 
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Vermont Conservation Commissions, Audubon Vermont, Vermont Humanities Council, and 
many other organizations across the state. 

Through our collaboration with communities as well as independent efforts initiated by 
communities on their own, Vermont’s town forests in places like Hinesburg and Goshen have 
become the subject of renewed timber harvests that feed local mills, local budgets, and in some 
cases yield timber to rebuild local town halls and other public buildings. Communities have used 
these timber harvests and other forest management activities to educate private landowners and 
inspire improved stewardship of private lands. In towns like Dorset, citizens come out for 
community stewardship activities in their town forests such as eradication of invasive plants. In 
Hartford and other towns, community members are invited and encouraged to come walk timber 
sales on the town forest after they have been marked, providing, an opportunity for community 
members to better understand good forestry and perhaps influence management of their„own 
lands. 

Communities have held town forest discovery days and town forest celebrations to bring people 
into the woods to enjoy the land with their fellow community members. Of special importance, 
these events have been highly successful in bringing our young people away from computer 
screens and introducing them to the joys of being in the outdoors. 

Towns have also led town forest-oriented cultural activities like youth-elder interviews and 
collective development of a “town forest statement” to create intergenerational cultural dialogue 
about forests and to help communities identify the forest values that are shared by all. The Town 
of Warren has done both of these things and has found new community unity as a result, 
including better understanding of Vermont’s unique forest heritage. One of the youth-elder 
interviews from the third/fourth grade class at the Warren School captures the impact of this 
work: 

"Our visitor we interviewed was Lenord Robinson, He has lived here for 77 years. He planted 
40 acres of trees, and now he 's making the trees into houses. Lenord enjoys skiing, biking, 
hiking, and watching animals in the forest. When he was little, the forest was very different. 
Henry Brooks gave 100 acres to the Town of Warren. He says the forests will grow every year. 
He gave us a lesson to appreciate the forest and take care of it and watch out for campfires. Jeff 
Fuller 's family makes a living from the forest. Maya C. and Meredith G, 

The power and excitement around the town forest movement has been so strong that many 
communities have even been moved to purchase new town forests or additions to existing town 
forests. Often these purchases have conserved locally important forest parcels that have come up 
for sale and are threatened by development. This is a locally-led solution to forest conservation 
that leaves the responsibility for future management in the hands of those best able to understand 
the needs of local people. 

We are particularly proud of our partnership with the Town of West Fairlee to help the 
community purchase an 1 , 800-acre town forest, the community’s first-ever town forest. The new 
“Brushwood Community Forest” will link with adjacent town forests owned by two neighboring 
towns. Thanks to Vermont Town Forest Project partner the Trust for Public Land, West Fairlee 
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has had extensive professional assistance in working with landowners to identify willing sellers, 
purchase properties and secure options, and pursue the $2 million in needed funding from private 
donors and the Forest Legacy Program, This Forest Legacy project was top-ranked by the State 
of Vermont for FYOS. 

With so much positive energy and leadership for forest conservation and stewardship coming 
from the community level, the Farm Bill should provide new resources and technical assistance 
to support community efforts. We specifically recognize an opportunity to support town forest 
acquisitions and technical assistance for town forest management through the Community Forest 
and Open Space Conservation Program detailed below. 

Forest Policy Recommendations for the 2007 Farm Bill 

The Northern Forest Alliance has provided leadership for exciting forest policy development 
collaborations for the next Farm Bill at the state, regional, and national level and feel that we 
have reached a watershed moment where the forest community is coming together with a 
common purpose for the betterment of our nation’s forests. It is our sincere hope that the United 
States Congress will recognize this new commitment to collaboration across our country and 
match the forest community’s energy with renewed forest programs in the next Farm Bill. 

In 2005, the Northern Forest Alliance began convening state working groups in New York, 
Vermont, New Hampshire, and Maine and a series of regional summits involving all four states 
to develop a consensus forest policy recommendation for the Farm Bill. These collaborations 
have been unique in that they have involved equal participation from across the spectrum of 
forest interest groups, including forestry and forest products manufacturing, private landowners, 
wildlife interests, conservation groups, and recreation interests. 

These groups developed a set of broad Northern Forest policy priorities for the Farm Bill that 
was subsequently channeled into the platform of the newly christened Forests in the Farm Bill 
Coalition, a national group that includes a similarly diverse cross-section of forest interest groups 
from across the country. The following policy recommendations reflect our best thinking at the 
state level here in Vermont, the regional level among the Northern Forest states, and the national 
level involving the Forests in the Farm Bill Coalition. The forest policies recommended in this 
testimony are supported by our diverse coalition at each of these levels. 

It is also important to note as a precursor that in all of our recommendations below, we strongly 
support the continued leadership of the U.S. Forest Service and our state foresters and state 
forestry agencies for management, implementation, and grantmaking for USDA forest programs. 
While we have immense respect for the talents of the Natural Resources Conservation Service 
(NRCS), we do not believe that the NRCS should replace in any way the role of the U.S. Forest 
Service and our state forestry agencies in leading and implementing Farm Bill forest programs at 
the state level. To make this point even more forcefully, we feel it would be strongly counter- 
productive for the interests of Vermont, New York, and other states to move cost-share funding 
for forests from the Forestry Title (e.g. Forestland Enhancement Program) to Conservation Title 
programs (e.g. Environmental Quality Incentives Program) without a clear firewall around the 
funding for forest landowners and continued leadership of our forestry agencies in working with 
landowners and distributing that funding. 
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Policy Priority: Improve Funding for Existing Forest Programs with Proven Effectiveness 
While it is as much an animal appropriations issue as a Farm Bill issue, we want to first 
recognize that there is an unmet funding need for existing and proven Farm Bill forestry 
programs. This list includes but is not limited to the Forest Stewardship Program that is essential 
to our state forestry agencies’ ability to partner with landowners. Forest Inventory and Analysis 
program that helps us understand shifts in our forest resources. Forest Utilization and Marketing 
Program that helps support innovation for our forest products industry, and the Forest Legacy 
Program that has been so effective in helping states and communities conserve almost 1.5 
million acres nationwide through matching grants. 

We strongly encourage the 2007 Farm Bill to provide mandatory funding where possible for our 
most valuable forestry programs, and where not feasible, for Congress to keep the promise of 
these programs by providing annual appropriations that keep pace with need. We were , 
particularly disturbed by the proposed decimation of the entire suite of U.S. Forest Service State 
and Private Forestry programs in the administration’s FY08 Budget, and hope that this does not 
signal a retreat from these critical programs. 

Policy Priority: Improve Forest Planning, Coordination, and Prioritization 
The next Farm Bill should foster integration and coordination of federal agency and non-federa! 
entity activities for private forest conservation and management, thereby making better use of 
scarce resources. We recommend identifying national emphasis issues and developing national 
and state level strategies based on these priorities. Specifically, the Farm Bill should establish a 
new provision for national and state forest planning and coordination within the Cooperative 
Forestry Assistance Act: 

“Sec. NATIONAL AND STATE FOREST PRIORITIZATION AND PLANNING. 

(a) NATIONAL PRIORITIES. Within 12 months of passage of this legislation, the 
Secretary, in coordination with other federal agencies, shall develop national priorities for the 
nation’s privately-owned forest lands that include an explanation of the most pressing threats to 
the sustainability, management and conservation of private forests and expected roles for federal 
agencies and USDA conservation and forest programs in partnering with States and private 
landowners to address identified threats. 

(b) STATE FOREST PLANS. Within 36 months of passage of this legislation, each State 
forester, or equivalent State official as designated by the Governor of that State, in consultation 
with State conservationists, State wildlife agencies, and other appropriate agencies and 
stakeholders, shall develop a state forest plan that includes: 

(1) An outline of threats to the sustainability, management, and conservation of 
privately-owned forests in that State, with particular reference to those threats outlined in 
the Secretary’s national priorities that are relevant to the respective State; 

(2) Goals and strategies for addressing identified threats and maintaining the 
productivity and capacity of forest resources in that State, including how coordinated 
application of USDA conservation and forest programs can address relevant threats and 
support private landowners; and 
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(3) A program to monitor and measure progress towards reaching goals and 
implementing strategies in the plan. 

(c) APPROPRIATIONS. $10 million shall be provided to USDA and the States annually 
in fiscal years 2008, 2009, and 2010 to carry out this section, with such sums as necessary 
provided in future fiscal years for updating of plans as the Secretary shall deem appropriate.” 

Policy Priority: Strengthen Cost-share and Incentive Programs for Forest Stewardship 
Under the leadership of the U.S. Forest Service and our state forestry agencies, the next Farm 
Bill should encourage private forest conservation and management and address national 
emphasis issues and state/regional priorities by creating incentives and financial rewards to forest 
landowners for outstanding stewardship. This will help increase the financial returns from 
traditional forest ownership and help close the gap between forest value and development value. 
For all of these policy options, programs should: 1) Encourage long-term stewardship activities 
by private forestland owners; 2) Encourage collaborative conservation across landscapes; and 3) 
Deliver resources directed by State Forest Plans and national priorities (above). Specific 
recommendations include: 

> Provide Conservation Security Program Payments to Reward Outstanding Forest 
Stewardship 

“Sec. 1238 A. CONSERVATION SECURITY PROGRAM. 

(a)(2) ELIGIBLE LAND. Except as provided in paragraph (3), private agricultural land 
(including grassland, prairie land, improved pasture land, and rangeland), land under the 
jurisdiction of an Indian tribe (as defined by the Secretary), and non-industrial private forested 
land t ha t - is - an - mcid e nta l paft - of an agricultural op e ration shall be eligible for enrollment in the 
conservation security program. 

> Expand Access for Private Forest Landowners to EQIP 

“SEC. , ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY INCENTIVES PROGRAM... 

‘SEC. _. PROMOTION OF FOREST STEWARDSHIP PRACTICES. 

(a) COST-SHARE PAYMENTS AND INCENTIVE PAYMENTS.— In carrying out the 
program under this chapter, the Secretary shall promote forest stewardship by providing cost- 
share payments and incentive payments to non-industrial private forest owners to carry out 
eligible conservation activities, to — 

( 1 ) improve water quality; 

(2) improve habitat for at-risk species; 

(3) restore ecologically important forest types; or 

(4) control invasive species. 

(b) PRIORITY. — The Secretary shall give priority to projects that involve multiple 
landowners implementing eligible conservation activities in a coordinated way to address the 
purposes described in subsection (a). 
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(c) FUNDING.— 

(1) AMOUNTS. — The Secretary shall use funds of the Commodity Credit 
Corporation to carry out this section in the following amounts: 

(A) $25,000,000 for fiscal year 2008; 

(B) $45,000,000 for fiscal year 2009; 

(C) $60,000,000 for fiscal year 2010; 

(D) $75,000,000 million for each of fiscal years 201 1 and 2012; and 

(E) $100 million for fiscal year 2013. 

(2) RELATION TO OTHER FUNDS.— The funds made available under 
paragraph (1) are in addition to amounts made available under section 1241(a)(6) 14 to 
carry out this chapter.”’ 

Policy Priority: Increase Funding for Permanent Forest Conservation 

With the tremendous volume of forestlands coming on to the market, including some industrial 
timberlands in large parcels of one hundred thousand acres or more, we need a variety of tools 
for permanent forest conservation to conserve our full range of public values from forests, such 
as timber flows for the forest-based economy, clean water and air, wildlife, and outdoor 
recreation including hunting and fishing. Modifying and fully funding the Healthy Forests 
Reserve Program will make it a more useful tool for permanent conservation, perhaps best aimed 
at the largest industrial timber parcels that are not easily absorbed by the Forest Legacy Program, 
and support stewardship of conserved parcels that maintains the full range of ecosystem services 
needed from these forestlands. 

“SEC. . HEALTHY FORESTS RESERVE PROGRAM. 

(a) Methods of Enrollment- Section 502(f)(l)of the Healthy Forests Restoration Act of 
2003 (16 U.S.C. 6572(f)(1)) is amended by striking subparagraph (C) and inserting the 
following new subparagraph: 

'(C) a permanent easement.'. 

(b) Funding- Section 508 of such Act(16 U.S.C. 6578) is amended to read as follows: 

‘SEC. 508. FUNDING FOR HEALTHY FORESTS RESERVE PROGRAM. 

(a) Funding Source- For each of fiscal years 2008 through 2013, the Secretary shall 
allocate $50 million from the funds, facilities, and authorities of the Commodity Credit 
Corporation to carry out the healthy forests reserve program, including the provision of 
technical assistance under the program. 

(b) Section 1 1 Cap- The use of Commodity Credit Corporation funds under subsection 
(a) to provide technical assistance under the healthy forests reserve program shall not be 
considered an allotment or fund transfer from the Commodity Credit Corporation for 
purposes of the limitation on expenditures for technical assistance imposed by section 1 1 
of the Commodity Credit Corporation Charter Act (15 U.S.C. 714i).’” 

Policy Priority: Support Community Leadership for Forest Conservation and Stewardship 
The next Farm Bill must match the incredible new energy and spirit of cooperation around 
forests that is emerging from communities across Vermont, the region, and the nation. Through 
our Vermont Town Forest Project and other similar efforts, communities are finding new ways to 
deepen community connections to the land and in the process bring people closer together. The 
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Farm Bill should catalyze and support this activity through establishment of a new Community 
Forest and Open Space Conservation Program that would fond community acquisition of 
forestlands and also support communities’ stewardship of their forests by providing technical 
assistance from state forestry agencies. 

SEC. COMMUNITY FOREST AND OPEN SPACE CONSERVATION PROGRAM. 

Sec. 1. FINDINGS. 

Congress finds that — 

(1) The United States Forest Service recently projected that 44 million acres of 
private forest will be developed across the nation through 2030, including many 
of the most important remaining parcels within and adjacent to communities, 
creating an urgent need for local governments to have the financial resources to 
purchase the most publicly important parcels as they come up for sale; 

(2) The rapidly expanding base of private forestland owners created by forest 
parcelization includes many individuals with no experience in forest stewardship, 
creating an urgent need for demonstration sites for proper forest management, for 
which many communities are using municipal or county forestland; 

(3) In fast growing communities of all sizes across the nation, remaining parcels 
of forestland play an essential role in protecting public water supplies, leading 
many local governments to purchase these lands for municipal or county 
ownership; 

(4) Rising rates of obesity and other public health problems related to inactivity 
have been shown to be ameliorated by improving public access to safe and 
pleasing areas for outdoor recreation, leading many local governments to 
purchase recreation lands for municipal or county ownership; 

(5) Across the nation, many communities of diverse types and sizes are deriving 
significant financial benefit from owning and managing municipal or county 
forestland as a source of local revenue that also contributes significantly to the 
health of the forest products economy at the local and national levels; 

(6) Public hunting, fishing, and trapping access and subsequently participation 
have declined as forests and watersheds nationwide are parcelized among a 
growing base of private owners who often post their land against public use, 
leading many municipalities and counties to purchase forestland to guarantee 
access for sportsmen and women; and 

(7) There is a national interest in financially assisting communities in the purchase 
of important forest parcels that will maintain the diverse public benefits of 
forestland close to or within all maimer of communities nationwide, from close- 
knit rural communities to fast growing suburban and exurban areas. 
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Sec. 2. ESTABLISHMENT AND PURPOSE. 

(a) ESTABLISHMENT — The Secretary of Agriculture shall establish a program within 
the United States Forest Service, to be known as the Community Forest and Open Space 
Conservation Program, in cooperation with appropriate State and local units of government for 
the purpose of enabling municipalities and counties to acquire forest areas that are economically, 
culturally, and environmentally important to that locality and that are threatened by conversion to 
non-forest uses. 

(b) PURPOSE — Areas purchased under this program are intended to conserve 
community access to and benefit from forests for a wide variety of public purposes that may 
include but are not limited to model forest stewardship, sustainable timber production, forest- 
based educational and cultural activities, wildlife habitat, watershed protection, and public access 
for outdoor recreation including hunting and fishing. 

Sec. 3. INTERESTS IN LAND. 

(a) MUNICIPAL OR COUNTY OWNERSHIP-A11 properties acquired using funds 
under this program shall be owned in fee by a municipality or county. 

(b) NON-PROFIT OWNERSFIIP-Upon request of a participating State, designated non- 
profit organizations operating within that State may also own lands using funds under this 
program, providing that the land is open for public access consistent with the purposes and 
criteria of this program. 

Sec. 4. IMPLEMENTATION. 

(a) INITIAL PROGRAMS- Not later than one year after the date of enactment of this 
section, the Secretary shall establish at least one State program in each of the New England, Mid- 
Atlantic, Midwest, South, West, and Pacific Northwest regions of the United States, upon 
application from a willing State in that region. No State or region shall be compelled to 
participate in the program. 

(b) AUTHORITY- Authority for implementation of the Community Forest Conservation 
and Open Space Program in each participating State shall lie with the State forester, equivalent 
State officii, or other appropriate State natural resource management agency as designated by 
the Governor of that State. 

(c) ASSESSMENT OF NEED- Each participating State shall prepare an Assessment of 
Need identifying geographic program focus areas within that State and priority objectives for 
conservation based on conditions and public needs in that State. This requirement may be 
satisfied by inclusion as part of an integrated statewide forest planning process for application of 
federal programs in that State. 

Sec. 5. ELIGIBILITY AND CRITERIA. 

(a) IN GENERAL — Within one year from the date of enactment of this section and in 
consultation with State Forest Stewardship Advisory Committees, State Urban and Community 
Forestry Advisory Committees, and similar organizations, the Secretary shall establish eligibility 
and ranking criteria for projects to receive funding through this program. 
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(b) CRITERIA — Of land proposed to be included in the Community Forest and Open 
Space Conservation Program, the Secretary shall develop criteria that give priority to lands 
which meet identified local open space and natural resource needs as captured in town plans, 
regional plans, or other relevant local, regional, or state planning documents, can be effectively 
managed to model good forest stewardship for private landowners, support forest-based 
educational programs including vocational education in forestry, provide significant protection 
of public water supplies or other waterways, can offer long-term economic benefit to 
communities through forestry, contain important wildlife habitat, provide convenient public 
access for outdoor recreation including hunting and fishing, and are threatened with conversion 
to non-forest uses. Special consideration shall be given to proposals reflecting coordination and 
joint planning at regional scale among two or more municipalities and/or counties. 

Sec. 6. APPLICATION AND RANKING. 

Any municipality or county that wishes to participate may prepare and submit a project 
application to acquire forest lands within a state’s geographic program focus area to the 
Community Forest and Open Space Conservation Program in that State at such time in such form 
and containing such information as the Secretary may prescribe. This application must include 
certification from the appropriate unit(s) of local government that the project is consistent with 
any comprehensive plans for development adopted by such unit(s). States will rank all project 
submissions and submit to the Secretary. The Secretary shall create a national list ranking all 
submitted projects subject to the criteria described in Sec. 5(b). 

Sec. 7. DUTIES OF OWNERS. 

(a) IN GENERAL- For lands acquired through this program, the municipality or county 
shall be required to manage the property in a manner that is consistent with the purposes for 
which the land was purchased through the Community Forest and Open Space Conservation 
Program and shall not convert such property to other non-forest uses. Public access for 
compatible recreational uses, as determined by the municipality or county, shall be required. 

(b) FOREST MANAGEMENT PLAN- Within two years of closing on any purchase 
using funds under this program, a municipality or county must complete a forest management 
plan for the purchased property subject to the approval of the responsible State agency. 
Management plans shall be created through a public process that allows for community 
participation and input. 

(c) REIMBURSEMENT AND PENALTY- Should a municipality or counts- sell land 
acquired with funds obtained through this program, the municipality or county must reimburse 
the Federal government the fall amount of original funding plus a penalty equal to fifty percent 
of the current sale price or appraised value, whichever is higher. Any municipality or county that 
sells lands acquired using funds through this program shall no longer be eligible for future grants 
from this program. 

Sec. 8. COST SHARING. 

(a) IN GENERAL — In accordance with terms and conditions that the Secretary shall 
prescribe, costs for the acquisition of lands or project costs shall be shared among participating 
entities including State, county, municipal, and other governmental units, landowners. 



63 


corporations, or private organizations. Such costs may include, but are not limited to, those 
associated with planning, administration, property acquisition, and property management. 

(b) MATCHING REQUIREMENT — The Federal share of total project costs shall not 
exceed 50 percent for any project, including any in-kind contribution. Payments under this 
section shall be in accordance with Federal appraisal and acquisition standards and procedures. 

Sec. 9. STATE ADMINISTRATION AND TECHNICAL ASSISTANCE. 

In order to assist municipalities and counties in model stewardship of lands acquired 
under this program, ten percent of all funds appropriated each year for the Community Forest 
Conservation Program shall be allocated to the responsible State agencies in participating states 
to administer the program and to provide technical assistance to municipalities and counties for 
forest stewardship, including development and implementation of an approved forest 
management plan. 

Sec. 10. APPROPRIATION. 

There are authorized to be appropriated such sums as may be necessary to carry out this 

section. 

Sec. 11. PRIVATE PROPERTY PROTECTION AND LACK OF REGULATORY EFFECT. 

(a) RECOGNITION OF AUTHORITY TO CONTROL LAND USE- Nothing in this Act 
modifies any authority of Federal, State, or local governments to regulate land use. 

(b) PARTICIPATION OF PRIVATE PROPERTY OWNERS- Nothing in this Act 
requires the owner of any private property to participate in private forest conservation, financial, 
or technical assistance or any other programs established under this Act. 

Policy Priority: Support Community Leadership for Wood Energy 

The next Farm Bill must also match the innovation and leadership from communities across 
Vermont, the region, and the nation to better use wood as a source of sustainable and carbon- 
neutral energy. Here in our cold climate, heating is one of our major energy uses and wood 
energy is particularly helpful to meet this need in an environmentally sound manner. 

Through a partnership between our Vermont Town Forest Project, the University of Vermont, 
the Forest Guild, Vermont Family Forests, and the Vermont Fuels for Schools program, led by 
nationally recognized wood energy experts such as the Biomass Energy Resource Center, we 
believe that communities in Vermont can expand use of wood energy systems for school heating 
and other applications, including careful use of town forests to help provide local wood supply 
for these community wood energy needs. This tight looping of energy use and energy creation 
within Vermont communities will have a powerful educational and cultural impact equal to its 
environmental impact. As with the Vermont Town Forest Project, we plan to use community 
projects in wood energy to spawn events and other venues to spark community dialogue and 
deepen understanding. Given the strong Fuels for Schools programs in other states and building 
community forest energy nationwide, we believe that this model could become a significant 
component of America’s future energy strategy. 
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To support this exciting direction, we encourage the establishment of a new Community Wood 
Energy Program as part of the Forestry Title or Energy Title that would provide federal matching 
funding to states for: 1 ) Purchase of community-scale wood energy infrastructure, such as wood 
chip heating systems for schools; 2) State capacity in our Division of Forestry to provide 
technical assistance to communities; and 3) Small grants capacity for the Division to award to 
communities and non-profits for the purpose of catalyzing community use of wood energy 
systems. A diverse and dynamic team of organizations in Vermont, including but not limited to 
those listed above, is working on precise legislative language for this proposed program and will 
be submitting our recommended language within the coming weeks. 

In conclusion, we are very grateful to the Senate Agriculture, Nutrition, and Forestry Committee 
for the opportunity to provide written and oral testimony on the next Farm Bill. We believe that 
we have reached a unique moment in history when America's forests will need special attention 
to continue to provide our nation with a full range of public values and services. An enhanced 
partnership with our state, region, and nation’s private forest owners and communities through 
Farm Bill forest programs will be essential to keeping these stewards on the job and our nation’s 
future secure. 

For any follow-up questions, please contact: 

Jad Daley, Campaign Director 
Northern Forest Alliance 
P.O. Box 471 
Stowe, Vermont 05672 
802-253-8227 X13 
802-253-8996 (fax) 
jdaley@nfainfo.org 
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TESTIMONY OF GOVERNOR JAMES DOUGLAS TO U.S. SENATE 
COMMITTEE ON AGRICULTURE FIELD HEARING 

March 12, 2007 

Senator Leahy, thank you for the opportunity to collaborate on the development of the 
2007 Federal Farm Bill. I am committed to working with you. Senator Sanders, and 
Congressman Welch to develop legislation that assists farmers and forest owners in our 
state and region. 

The reauthorization of the Farm Bill has far reaching impact on a variety of areas 
including forestry, commodities, conservation, energy, research, trade, food stamps and 
rural development with the vast majority of the budget allocated to fund food assistance 
programs. This makes it even more important to work together to ensure that we are 
utilizing the funds available to assist our agricultural community in the most effective 
manner possible. 

Agriculture is a cornerstone of the New England economy. These farmers produce 
$2.3 billion worth of agricultural products each year. There are 28,000 farms in the 
region that generate purchases of $1.3 billion and property tax revenue of $100 million 
annually. 

In Vermont, the forest-based economy contributes $1 billion annually and is the second 
largest manufacturing sector. There are 80,000 private forest landowners in the state who 
provide a myriad of benefits and services including wildlife habitats, recreational 
activities and wood products. With over 80% of Vermont’s land mass forested, stable 
funding for cost share programs and initiatives is important to the continued viability of 
the industry. 

As you are aware, this past year has been extremely challenging for farmers in Vermont. 
Inclement weather has resulted in poor crop conditions. This, combined with low milk 
prices, high energy and other input costs, has caused even further economic stress for 
fanners. Farm input suppliers, a vital part of the farming infrastructure, are also 
experiencing severe financial stress. 

As a result of these conditions, my administration, in conjunction with the Vermont 
legislature, has provided $1 1.6 million in direct assistance to dairy farmers in the last 
twelve months. We jointly recognize the importance of this industry to our Vermont 
economy, generating some $2 billion in direct impact. While this aid was necessary, this 
type of support, especially from a small state, is not sustainable. Other approaches are 
necessary. 
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An income safety net is needed for dairy farmers due to the extreme fluctuations in price 
and market. I have attached a graph that iliustrates the volatility of milk prices for 
Vermont farmers. The best way to provide an income safety net would be a regional 
pricing initiative, similar to the Northeast Dairy Compact, that will help stabilize the 
marketplace. At the very least, we must improve the current support available to farmers 
through the MILC program by restoring it to its original level of 45% and allowing multi- 
family farm operations to receive a multiple of the 2.4 million pound cap. The Vermont 
dairy industry would also benefit from a reliable method of price discovery for dairy 
commodities. Complexities in price formulas under the current Federal Milk Marketing 
Orders (FMMO), and utilization of the narrowly traded Chicago Mercantile Exchange 
(CME) to set market prices for cheese and butter, lead to poor price discovery and 
limitations in the growth of the dairy commodity markets. A more transparent and, 
audited price reporting system would ensure a viable dairy commodities market that 
would allow dairy producers to better manage milk price risk. 

We also support revenue insurance for dairy farms as developed by the Pennsylvania 
Department of Agriculture. This would provide dairy farmers with protection for their 
major source of revenue and could be an effective tool for producers to manage risk and 
insure profitability. 

In terms of dairy policy options, many proposals may be put forth and some may benefit 
other regions more than the northeast. I recognize that any proposal must be feasible from 
both a federal budgetary and political perspective. I feel that the priority is to work 
together to gamer support for those options that contribute the most to farm gate prices 
for our dairy farmers. The dairy processing industry is a source of major economic 
income for the state with gross sales reaching $1.2 billion a year. Dairy product 
manufacturing employs over 1700 people with over $70 million in gross income in 
Vermont alone. 

The importance of the dairy industry to our regional economy and way of life was 
recognized at the New England Governors’ Conference where a joint resolution 
(attached) was recently passed to address their need. In anticipation of some of the 
challenges now facing our dairy farmers, two years ago I requested the Secretary of 
Agriculture develop a Memorandum of Understanding with his counterparts in New York 
and Pennsylvania to address the joint challenges faced by dairy fanners in the three 
states. Federal dairy policy options that benefit the three States as well as other New 
England States were a focus of this joint effort. 

A key title of the farm bill will deal with energy. The renewable energy grants program, 
as administered by the USDA Rural Development Agency, has been important to many 
Vermont dairy farms. Today, there are six farms using or planning to build digesters 
funded in part with these grants (three are running, one is under construction and two 
have been awarded money but have not yet been built). Renewable energy systems have 
tremendous public benefits to help farmers address high-energy costs, reduce methane 
emissions, odor and pathogens; while allowing for better management of the manure 
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resource to better protect public waters. Currently, section 9006, helps farmers produce 
dean energy, cut costs and supplement income by providing grant support for the 
deployment of anaerobic digester systems. 

There are many opportunities, I believe, for Vermont to be a leader in energy, both on the 
farm and in the forests. Vermont forests can provide an abundance of low value wood 
biomass for renewable energy alternatives. Vermont has joined in a national and formed a 
25 by ‘25 committee that intends to address these needs. I have asked that committee to 
develop specific recommendations that you and your colleagues may consider for the 
energy title of the Farm Bill. They include allowing a greater percentage of total project 
costs to be grant funded, allow for a lower non-federal match so that fanners can utilize 
USDA-NRCS EQIP dollars and 9006 dollars in the same project, raise the threshold of 
total project costs before requiring an Independent Feasibility study streamlining tlae 
required paperwork, and eliminate the need for an independent Qualified Consultant on 
projects over $1.2 million. 

One of the objectives of my Administration has been the Clean and Clear initiative for 
the environmental betterment of Lake Champlain. Programs such as the Conservation 
Reserve Enhancement Program (CREP), Environmental Quality Incentive Program 
(EQIP), Wildlife Habitat Incentives Program (WHIP) and Farm and Ranchlands 
Protection Program (FRPP) have been major benefits to our farmers and the environment; 
however, it is imperative that regional conservation equity remains in place for these 
programs to have continued success. Vermont should be recognized as one of the few 
states that have made significant contributions to programs dedicated to conservation. 

The state of Vermont has committed over $13.5 million for the development of best 
management practices, the development and implementation of nutrient management 
plans and the creation of buffers through conservation preservation and enhancement 
programs in the past ten years. 

Farmers cannot afford mandates associated with environmental issues. Our goal is to 
provide the resources and financial assistance needed to help farmers comply with 
environmental laws. To do this effectively and efficiently, we need more flexibility to 
partner with the federal government to use federal and state funds together to create new 
programs and administer the programs currently in place. I advocate FRPP grants to 
states for the protection of prime agricultural soil and the elimination of the federal 
property interest in easements purchased under FRPP for qualified state programs. 

My Commission on Climate Change was established to examine the growing scientific 
consensus that increasing emissions of greenhouse gases to the atmosphere are affecting 
the temperature and variability of the earth’s climate. I know that agriculture, state and 
nationwide, can play a significant role in reducing greenhouse gases. Stable and managed 
forests are significant carbon sinks and contribute to clean air and water. By working 
together, the state and federal government can more effectively develop programs to 
implement practices that will reduce greenhouse gas emissions and increase soil and 
biomass carbon sequestration. 
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Removing the prohibition of interstate shipment of state inspected meat products will 
level the economic playing field for small businesses and help small meat processors 
grow and expand into new markets. Current law places small meat processors at a 
competitive disadvantage. Foreign produced meat and poultry products can be freely 
shipped and sold anywhere in the U.S. which allows them to have greater market access 
than U.S. state inspected processors. 

Without change, the growing concentration of the slaughter industry will continue to 
leave smaller farmers and ranchers with fewer buyers for their livestock and poultry, 
further depressing their financial situation which is already stressed by low commodity 
prices. Interstate meat shipment will spur competition in the system by giving farmers 
and ranchers more opportunities to sell their livestock at better prices. This will create 
jobs and stimulate the rural economy. 

Our diversified fanners, as well as the rural economy, can benefit from several other farm 
bill policies, specifically, continuation and increased funding for the Specialty Crop 
Block Grant Program. This will assist in the growth of diversified agriculture in Vermont. 
This program allows for innovative initiatives that improve the competitiveness of 
emerging and expanding diversified farms. These programs include the marketing of 
nutritious and safe local products to consumers in the northeast. 

As I have stated, agriculture is a key economic sector in Vermont. In order to realize 
lasting economic success, it is imperative that farm owners have access to the best 
business assistance possible to improve profitability. Vermont began its Farm Viability 
Program four years ago and has received federal assistance through NRCS which serves 
over 150 farms. The consideration of a Farm and Ranch Profitability Grant Program to 
improve the profitability of farms through technical assistance for business planning 
would further support this effort. 

For farmers to compete in today’s market it is necessary to have access to tomorrow’s 
technology. This is why I have proposed that Vermont offer universal access to 
broadband and wireless technology anywhere in the state by 2010. There are provisions 
in the Farm Bill that can assist Vermont in this endeavor and help connect our rural areas 
making all aspects of business easier and faster for farmers. 

In addition to the above, our farmers can benefit from several other farm bill policies 
including farm credit policies that better address the needs of new and start-up farmers 
and financing opportunities for processing and marketing, regional food security and food 
safety policies, changes to organic standards as proposed and endorsed by Vermont 
NOFA, adequate funding for research and extension initiatives, and food nutrition 
guidelines. 

Mr. Chairman, I thank you for this opportunity to address some of the issues the Vermont 
agricultural community faces in regard to the Farm Bill. Vermont Secretary of 
Agriculture, Roger Allbee and I look forward to working with you to develop a farm bill 
that addresses the economic needs of Vermont farmers. 
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NEW ENGLAND GOVERNORS’ CONFERENCE, INC. 
RESOLUTION NUMBE R I 7 i 

A Resolution in Support of New England Agriculture Relating to the Federal Farm 
Bill Re-Authorization and Federal Disaster Assistance 


WHEREAS, New England Fanners produce $2.3 billion worth of agricultural products 
important to consumers and the local economy; and 

WHEREAS, there are 28,000 farms in New England occupying 4 million acres with 
purchases of $1.3 billion and property taxes of $100 million annually; and 

WHEREAS, milk generates nearly a third of the cash receipts in agriculture and 
greenhouse and nursery products are worth another quarter of the farm income; and 

WHEREAS, locally significant crops, such as potatoes, wild blueberries, cranberries, 
and maple syrup contribute substantially to the farm economy and the image of New 
England agriculture; and 

WHEREAS, much of New England has been impacted by unusually wet conditions this 
past spring and summer which has affected crop production and financial returns to 
farmers already impacted by higher energy prices and feed costs; and 

WHEREAS, farm input suppliers, such as feed, seed, fertilizer, fuel and equipment 
dealers are experiencing severe financial stress with unpaid accounts and lack of cash 
flow over extended periods; and 

WHEREAS, these input dealers are a vital part of the infrastructure necessary to keep 
farms in New England; and 

WHEREAS, many counties in the Northeast have been designated by the Secretary of 
Agriculture as disaster areas due to documented crop losses; and 

WHEREAS, the MILCX program essential to New England Dairy Farmers is set to 
expire on August 3 1 sl of 2007, and the New England Governors’ Conference, Inc. in 
2003 enacted a resolution urging the U.S. Congress to adopt a new Northeast Dairy 
Compact or similar dairy program; and 

WHEREAS, Congress will soon start the consideration to re-authorize a Federal Farm 
Bill that has many provisions that impact New England agriculture and the region; and 


NEW ENGLAND GOVERNORS’ CONFERENCE, INC., Boston, Massachusetts 021 10-1226 
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NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLED, that the New England Governors’ 
Conference, Inc. recognizes the efforts of the New England Congressional delegation to 
pass needed federal disaster relief assistance to affected farmers, and to re-authorize the 
Milk Income Loss Contract Program (MILC) and address other sections of the Farm Bill 
that can benefit New England fanners and consumers; and 

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that the New England Governors’ Conference, Inc. 
urges Congress to pass needed federal disaster relief assistance for affected farmers, and 
to reauthorize the Milk Income Loss Contract Program (MILC); and 

BE IT FURTER RESOLVED, that the New England Governors’ Conference urges the 
President and his Administration to support federal disaster relief assistance for affected 
farmers; and 

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that copies of this resolution be transmitted to the New 
England Congressional delegation, the appropriate chairs of the congressional 
committees, and the U.S. Secretary of Agriculture. 

ADOPTION CERTIFIED BY THE NEW ENGLAND GOVERNORS’ 
CONFERENCE, INC. ON FEBRUARY 25, 2007. 



NEW ENGLAND GOVERNORS’ CONFERENCE, INC., Boston, Massachusetts 021 10-1226 
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Testimony for the Field Hearing of the United States Senate Agriculture Committee 
March 12, 2007 Montpelier VT 

Good morning. My name is Jackie Folsom, and I am president of Vermont Farm Bureau. 
My husband and I are partners on a one hundred acre, fifty-five cow dairy farm in the 
little town of East Cabot, and we belong to AgriMark Cooperative. Our milk travels over 
the mountain about three miles and ends up in Cabot Creamery, so when you enjoy our 
world-famous cheeses, you can put now put a face on the product. On behalf of 
Vermont Farm Bureau and the 4,200 members represented here today, I would like to 
welcome you to our Statehouse and thank you for the opportunity to address the 
Committee and guests. 

While Vermont enjoys a reputation as a strong dairy state, I would be remiss in not 
mentioning that the Farm Bureau represents all types of farms as well as foresters, and 
many of the industries that support our businesses. We are an independent, non- 
governmental, voluntary organization of the families of farmers and foresters - as well as 
consumers - united for the purpose of improving the net income of its members and 
preserving Vermont’s rural quality of life. We are proud to represent our members in the 
local, county, state and national arenas. Vermont Farm Bureau is the voice of 
agricultural producers of all kinds, all sizes and all levels. Our focus for a national farm 
program affecting dairy and other types of fanning includes the following: 

1 . We believe the Farm Bill should replace the short-term fix of farm subsidies 
with long term measures to restore a healthy rural economic infrastructure 
across the country, including competitive markets, a national food security 
program that is market driven, and support of a diversified agricultural 
economy complete with local marketing programs. 

2. We support increased funding to improve nutrition assistance programs at 
schools and other institutions with the purchase of more fruits, vegetables and 
especially dairy choices that would include whole milk. We also continue our 
support of programs such as the Women, Infants and Children Program. 

3. We urge the full funding of the Perkins Bill to provide student loan relief 
incentive for veterinary students entering large animal practice and that these 
funds be earmarked for these students only. It is imperative to not only 
maintain current veterinary practices in rural areas but to ensure the 
development of the next generation of large animal vets. 

4. We request that Congress clarify and affirm that agriculture is not subject to 
the Comprehensive Environmental and Liability Act (CERCLA) nor to the 
Environmental Planning and Community Right to Know Act (EPCRA). 

On the more specific issue of dairy, the Vermont Farm Bureau has been a leader on 
many issues at the state and local levels. We have been involved with the Vermont Dairy 
Task Force and I also serve on the Northeast Dairy Leadership Team, a partnership 
developed between Pennsylvania, New York and Vermont to address regional dairy 
issues. 
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There are challenges inherent in the current Farm Bill that we in Vermont are 
asking to be resolved in the 2007 proposal: 

1 . Retention of the federal Milk Market Order System with orderly restructuring 
to include consolidations and expansions where appropriate; 

2. Permanent reauthorization of the Northeast Interstate Dairy Compact and the 
extension of this concept to other areas of the United States to maintain 
regional supplies of fresh milk in the interest of consumers and national 
security; 

3. Creation of a Dairy Industry Board to work with the Secretary of Agriculture 
to market dairy surpluses, and a redefinition of the term “surplus dairy 
products” to exclude needed Defense Department purchases and government 
mandated dairy programs; 

4. Maintaining the Milk Income Loss Contract or its equivalent as a safety net, 
with fair and equal treatment in the implementation for all producers. This 
would include reconsideration of the cap to allow equality for multi-family 
businesses. We request this program be included in the baseline for dairy. 

We would support returning the payment of the MILC to 45% of the Class I 
Boston price, remembering that the current base of $ 1 6.94 is a figure that is 
ten years old; 

5. Adoption and funding of a nationwide Johnes disease program to protect the 
health of farm animals; 

6. Initiation of a study of the benefits and drawbacks of the current producer 
pricing series by National Agriculture Statistics Service and the Chicago 
Mercantile Exchange used for the price determination of milk and examples 
of how these programs can be streamlined for effectiveness. Currently, one 
percent of milk traded on the CME can set one hundred percent of the price of 
milk - we advocate for a better system to send price signals to the market; 

7. Recognize the need to modernize and expand Farm Credit’s ability to serve 
agriculture and our rural communities; 

8. Aggressive and immediate action to improve the availability of foreign guest 
workers for dairy and other year round agricultural operations. Although we 
recognize this may not be a Farm Bill issue, finding labor continues to be one 
of the greatest economic challenges for farmers in Vermont. We urge 
Congress to create a year round guest worker category for dairy farm workers 
that will not include any provisions to deport all current immigrants; 

9. Support research that would develop small alternative energy and energy 
efficiency projects on farms that would not only lower our own energy costs 
but provide us with new solutions to water quality issues on the farm; 

10. Continued strong presence ofUSDA offices currently in our rural 
communities, as well as an adequate number of well-trained staff to serve our 
industry and guide our farmers in conservation programs and disaster 
assistance. Expanding conservation programs demands a significant 
investment in the delivery system. 
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Finally, the Administration has stated its commitment to . . increase 
conservation programs that protect our natural resources and focus support on renewable 
energy. . Vermont Farm Bureau is currently a member of this state’s 25 By 25 
program, and we advocate for equal treatment in agricultural policies in general and the 
Farm Bill in particular between fanners growing crops for livestock and human 
consumption and those growing crops for fuel. The growth in use of one commodity 
such as com should not make it impossible for other farmers to survive. 

On behalf of the 4,200 members of the Vermont Farm Bureau, I would like to , 
thank you again for listening to us today. I know you wall take our concerns back to 
Washington, D.C. and work for all your fanners and foresters to make the 2007 Farm Bill 
an opportunity to keep our industry strong into the future. 

Respectfully submitted. 


Jacklyn Folsom, President 
Vermont Farm Bureau 
2083 East Main Street 
Richmond VT 05477 
1-802-434-5646 

2007FarmBillTestimony 
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To: Robert Sturm, Chief Clerk 

US Senate Committee on Agriculture, Nutrition and Forestry 
Room 328-A Russell Senate Office Building 
Washington, DC 205 1 0-6000 

From: Richard Hall, President Fairmont Farm Inc. 

95 Lyle Young Road 

East Montpelier, Vermont 0565 1 


Testimony for U.S. Senate Agriculture Committee on March 12 in reference to the 
“2007 Farm Bill Opportunities for Vermont and the Northeast.” 

Outline of testimony: 

Introduction and presenter overview 

-Richard Hall President Fairmont Farm Inc. 

-Brief farm history and current ownership 
-Background of working with NRCS 

Involvement with conservation programs 

-Difficulty securing cost share assistance after expansion in 93’, alternative 
sources of funds were secured through low interest loans for first manure storage 
-EQUIP opened the door for eligibility but was highly competitive. Awarded 
contract on third try in 04’ 

Positive experiences with EQUIP program 

-Received excellent assistance through-out the planning and application stage 
-plans were adjusted in a timely manner as ideas changed 
-overall farm evaluation was complete and practical 
-Engineering of manure storage was cutting edge 

-staff was able to listen to farm needs and work with industry 
professionals to develop design 
-Timeliness 

-Staff proceeded quickly understanding the need to bring farm into 
compliance with permit requirements 

Challenges experienced working with EQUIP 

-Payment process “Red Tape” 

-Project became more costly as it was paid for by the farm through a line 
of credit, total cost share payments came over 6 months after completion. 
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Challenges experienced working with EQUIP (continued) 

-Lack of flexibility to make changes once contract has been granted 

-during construction advice is ongoing, changes made can delay cost 
sharing 

-Contracts may need to be shorter 

-Difficult to anticipate possible changes and plans 5 years or more 
-More technical assistance needed in program 

-extra costs added to projects when hiring outside engineering 

Future Plans and needs 

-will be applying for USDA renewable energy grant for the construction of a 
methane digester 

-the project will not happen without grant money 
-the list of benefits for the farm and surrounding community are exciting 
-Continued need for more funds in programs like EQUIP to meet the demands of 
environmental regulations 

-We have second farm that will need to be permitted as a MFO 


Submitted by, 

Richard Hall 

President Fairmont Farm Inc. 
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Testimony 

By 

Mark Magnan 
Dairy Farmer 
Fairfield, Vermont 


Review of U. S. Department of Agriculture Dairy Programs 
U. S. Senate Committee on Agriculture, Nutrition and Forestry 


March 12, 2007 
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I am Mark Magnan, a dairy farmer from Fairfield, Vermont. 

It is a pleasure to have the opportunity to submit written testimony and to participate in the 
hearing process as a member of a panel to review the 2007 Farm Bill and the United States 
Department of Agriculture Dairy programs. 

I would like to thank Senator Patrick Leahy and members of the Committee for their leadership, 
commitment and support for agriculture, specifically the dairy industry. 

I operate a six-hundred cow dairy in Fairfield, Vermont with my wife, three brothers and parents. 
My wife Judy and I have a two and a half year old son William who loves being around the 
cows. There are also eleven other nieces and nephews growing up on the farm. Our family farm 
supports five families and an additional nine employees. The main objective of our farm is to 
produce a high quality product for consumers, while integrating family life and preserving 
Vermont’s rich farming heritage. 

Our farm has taken a lot of pride in producing high quality milk for the past 80 years. 
Throughout those 80 years the federal government has passed many Farm Bills which have 
assisted our efforts. I enjoy the unique lifestyle of the American Dairymen and my testimony 
will reflect the challenges which Vermont and other Northeast states are facing in agriculture, 
and the need to maintain dairy programs which provide support and economic stability for our 
agricultural industry. 

I am a member on the Young Cooperator Executive Committee of the St. Albans Cooperative 
Creamery, Inc. The Young Cooperators of the St. Albans Cooperative are dairy producers 
between the ages of 18 and 40 years old. The primary mission of the Young Cooperators is to 
foster interaction between young fanners, the dairy industry and their communities, to share 
knowledge and develop leadership skills; and to understand the value and philosophy of a 
cooperative, thus enabling young farmers to improve their industry, their cooperative and their 
lives. 

I feel that the upcoming 2007 Farm Bill presents an opportunity to create policy which will 
ensure a viable agricultural industry for years to come. The 2002 Farm Bill initiated a number of 
new programs affecting dairy producer income and funding for conservation programs. Those 
programs have certainly provided assistance to our farm but in order to sustain our operation 
significant changes to the current agricultural federal policy are needed. Federal farm policies 
which help to ensure the future of agriculture throughout all regions of the country significantly 
improve the economies of rural America. It also assists in re-enforcing a way of the life which 
molded our nation many years ago. This farm bill is more than just about dairy farmers- it is 
about our consumers, communities and the economy of our States. 

Current federal dairy policy creates a number of challenges for dairy Farmers throughout the 
country. Milk price volatility is a major concern. When comparing calendar year 2005 to 
calendar year 2006 the average pay price our farm received for the quality product we produced 
dropped $2.58 per hundredweight or 16.5 percent. That decrease represents a drop in income of 
over $230,000 between 2005 and 2006 to our farm’s bottom line. During that same timeframe 
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our milk production increased approximately 1 million pounds over the previous year. Secondly, 
the escalating cost of production is outpacing the price we receive for our milk. Over the course 
of the past two years dairy farmers have seen significant price increases primarily in com for 
feed, fertilizer, sawdust and fuel. We have implemented various management techniques and on- 
farm technologies to improve efficiencies but have continued to fall short on our milk to feed 
ratio and return on equity. Our milk-to-feed ratio, which tracks the pounds of 16 percent protein 
dairy feed which can be purchased with a pound of milk, is forecasted to be below the 2.5 level 
in 2007. This estimated level indicates that feed is expensive relative to the milk price and the 
purchase of additional feed most likely will not turn a profit. Milk prices are expected to 
increase in 2007 however the milk to feed ratio and increase in costs of producing milk will 
continue to affect a farmers’ ability to cash flow and achieve a return on equity. The affects of 
milk prices, weather conditions, escalating costs of production in 2006 will compound the 
financial challenges throughout 2007. 

Over the course of the past six years, our dairy operation has seen significant volatility in the 
average pay price we received based on our components. Listed below are the Magnan Bros. 
Dairy, Inc. average pay price “before premiums” from 2000 through 2006. 


Magnan Bros. Dairy, Inc. Average Pay Price “before premiums” 
Based on Calendar Year (Jan-Dec) 


Year 

$/cwt 

Price t>er gallon 

2000 

13.66/cwt 

$1.18 per gallon 

2001 

15.72/cwt 

$1.36 per gallon 

2002 

12.75/cwt 

$1.10 per gallon 

2003 

12.58/cwt 

$1.08 per gallon 

2004 

16.46/cwt 

$1.42 per gallon 

2005 

15.58/cwt 

$1.34 per gallon 

2006 

13.00/cwt 

$1.12 per gallon 


The Milk Income Loss contract program (MILC) was designed to provide an economic safety 
net for dairy producers during those periods of low milk prices. The program provides counter- 
cyclical payments which are triggered when Class I milk prices in Boston fall below $16.94 per 
hundredweight. MILC provided a much needed safety net when farm milk prices were 
extremely low in 2002, 2003 and 2006. If the Committee were to consider an economic safety 
net for dairy in the 2007 Farm Bill, it should take into account the needs of many of the larger 
multi-family farms who are not eligible for payments beyond the 2.4 million pound annual 
production cap which was part of the MILC program. Many Vermont dairy operations such as 
ours in Vermont and in the Northeast have consolidated their operations and enlarged their 
family farm to add other family members due to efficiencies in the use of capital, labor and 
management. 

Programs such as the MILC program provide needed assistance to dairy farmers, including our 
own operation. However, I would much rather extract the dollars needed to cover our cost 
of production from the marketplace versus through a government program! Consumers 
have benefited from the commitment of dairy farmers and growers to provide food for this 
country. The increased efficiency of dairy farmers and the low cost that we are paid for our milk 
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has benefited consumers and government programs with spending less dollars for the purchase of 
food including dairy products. This is evident by the prices being paid to dairy farmers in 2006 
which is comparable to prices paid to dairy farmers for milk over 25 years ago. 

The Northeast Interstate Dairy Compact demonstrated that the northeast consumer would be 
proud to help keep the Vermont fanner in business, keeping the diverse and beautiful landscape 
which attracts thousands of tourists to Vermont as well as our neighboring states. Existing dairy 
policy does not have a mechanism in place which would allow some portion of the increases in 
the retail price of dairy products to be reflected directly back into farmer’s paychecks. Today the 
dairy farmer share of the retail dollar for all dairy products is 27 percent versus 52 percent in 
1980 according to USDA. 

The State of Vermont has seen the number of farms decrease over the past five years ^while the 
overall milk volume has remained level. In 2002, there were approximately 1,415 dairy farms in 
Vermont producing approximately 2.6 billion pounds of milk. Today the number of dairy farms 
has decreased to approximately 1,140 with production beginning to decline. Vermont’s overall 
milk volume decreased nearly 2 percent when comparing 2005 to 2006, ending the calendar year 
with less than 2.6 billion pounds of milk production in 2006. 

I would like to recognize the efforts of the US Senate Ag Committee for holding these hearings 
on the US Department of Agriculture’s dairy programs and the 2007 Farm Bill. Dairy programs 
are vital components to our agriculture industry. It is essential to continually review and assess 
the need and effectiveness of those programs. 

I urge the USDA to establish a national dairy policy which supports the regional production of 
milk. Our agricultural and rural communities throughout the various regions of our country 
provide significant economic activity. Based on information from an economic impact study 
conducted by the Vermont Dairy Task Force, the Vermont dairy industry directly contributes 
approximately $2 billion into the Vermont economy. This figure includes producer payroll, 
producer purchases and processor revenues, excluding indirect revenues from the tourism 
industry. 

I believe that our country would benefit from ensuring that our dairy industry and food 
production is not highly concentrated in any one region in this country. Minimizing the impact 
to consumers from the negative effects of natural disasters, environmental contaminations and 
potential exposure to agro-terrorist attacks is essential to ensure the availability and safety of our 
nation’s food supply. We must maintain adequate levels of production in various regions of the 
country to avoid exposure to these risks. 

The Northeast has historically had higher operating costs compared to dairy farmers in other 
parts of the country. Dairy farmers in the Northeast have many variables which can affect any 
given years production. A limited growing season can make farmers in the Northeast more 
vulnerable to adverse weather conditions than those farmers in other parts of the nation. Weather 
can adversely affect a farmer’s crop yield, hence increasing the cost to feed a herd of dairy cows. 
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I support dairy policy which would account for regional differences in the cost of production. 
Current federal order pricing formulas include make allowances for manufacturers to ensure that 
they can achieve margins on the products they produce. We have recently accepted a change in 
the make allowance for manufacturing of dairy products that will reduce on average our milk 
price by 23 cents per hundredweight or 2 cents per gallon. This is strictly a transfer of farmer 
monies to manufacturers. The affect of this change in the make allowance reduces our farm 
income by over $100 per day. For the St. Albans Cooperative Creamery, Inc. and its 500 dairy 
farmers that will represents a reduction to its members of over $240,000 per month. Milk 
produced by dairy farmers should also have a mechanism in the pricing formulas to ensure 
margins on the milk produced or to reflect increased costs in our farm operations. 

The Milk Income Loss Contract program (MILC) has assisted tremendously in offsetting a 
portion of our costs in times of low milk prices. This safety net has enabled many^Vermont 
farms to remain viable during those periods of low milk prices. The MILC is similar to the 
Northeast Dairy Compact in that it provides counter-cyclical payments which are triggered when 
Class I milk prices in Boston fall below $16.94 per hundredweight. The MILC program 
provided a much needed safety net when farm milk prices hovered just below $12.00 per 
hundredweight in 2002 and 2003 and then again in 2006. Since the programs inception in 2002 
Vermont dairy farmers have received more than $56 million in MILC payments. 

I support counter cyclical programs for dairy in the 2007 Farm Bill. It is imperative that USDA 
redefine the eligibility requirements for payments under this program. Multi-family farms 
should become eligible to receive multiple payments which would exceed the current 2.4 million 
pound annual production cap. We need farms of all sizes to maintain a strong infrastructure, 
serving the needs of dairy farm operations within our region. I feel that the number of families 
which are actively engaged and invested in the farm operation should be considered when 
allocating dollars and setting production caps on any form of direct payment to farmers. 

In order to obtain more dollars from the marketplace and stabilize our milk price I feel that a 
floor price for the Class I mover is needed or another price discovery method for Class I should 
be initiated. The price of milk for fluid purposes does not have to reflect the change with the 
value of milk for manufacturing purposes. The volatility of Class I prices does not assist 
consumers and can have a negative affect to prices paid to dairy farmers. 

1 am a proponent of establishing regions in our country and mandating a supply control 
mechanism to manage milk supplies within the established regions. We have seen milk 
production grow in the Western part of the United States at a greater rate than the Northeast. 
These increased milk supplies have resulted in more milk into manufacturing, increased 
commercial inventories of cheese and butter which also impacts our milk price in the Northeast. 
It is simple economics that one means of enhancing our price is controlling the volume of milk 
produced in the Country. We experienced the impact of a tight milk market in May 2004 that 
resulted in a Class III or the value of milk into cheese at $20.58 per hundredweight. In 2006 the 
Class III price averaged $11 .89. The industry under the Cooperatives Working Together (CWT) 
program has established five regions and parameters to address regional differences. The time 
has come for our dairy industry to establish a supply management program. 
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The 2007 Farm Bill should mandate improvements to the responsiveness of dairy farmer 
concerns regarding Federal Milk Marketing Orders. The Federal Orders serve as an important 
marketing structure which helps to provide dairy producers with minimum prices for their milk. 
However the order system should be streamlined so that it can respond quickly to necessary 
changes when or if marketing conditions or costs of production are altered. The process for 
obtaining administrative changes in the operation of the Federal Orders is much too slow. 

USDA has an integral role in protecting agriculture from the full impact of market conditions. 
There are many complex issues surrounding the structure of agriculture. We must have a vision 
for the future of our Country’s agricultural industry and ensure that we support it with 
sufficient resources. 1 would like to see the next generation growing up on our farm be able to 
enjoy raising their families in a profitable and equitable manner, 

I would again like to thank Senator Leahy and members of the Committee for the opportunity to 
provide written testimony. Your ongoing leadership, vision and understanding are critical to the 
implementation and execution of USDA’s 2007 Farm Bill. I look forward to answering any 
questions you may have or to provide additional information to the Committee. 


Contact Information: 

Mark Magnan 
1 24A Stonehouse Drive 
Enosburg Falls, Vermont 05450 
Phone: 802-827-3615 
iudestervt@hotmail.com 
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United States Senate Agriculture Committee Field Hearing 
“2007 Farm Bill Opportunities for Vermont and the Northeast” 
Vermont State House 
March 12, 2007 


Mr. Chairman, thank you for conducting today’s field hearing here in Vermont on the 
2007 Farm Bill. My name is Andrew Meyer and I’m from Hardwick, Vermont. I greatly 
appreciate this opportunity to discuss the importance of USDA’s rural development 
programs and am pleased to address the entire Vermont delegation today. As you begin 
discussions and debate over the 2007 Farm Bill, your continued support and 
understanding of the importance of how rural development programs impact the 
economic viability of Vermont and other rural states is critical. 

Mr. Chairman, I grew up on a small dairy farm in rural Vermont and believe strongly in 
the significance that farming has on Vermont’s rural character and economic viability. 

My time is now shared with my family’s organic dairy farm and other new agricultural 
based ventures, Vermont Soy, LLC and Vermont Natural Coatings, LLC. Both new 
companies seek to convert raw agricultural materials from local producers into value 
added products, thus creating new market opportunities for farmers in Vermont. 

Vermont Soy, a new soy food processing venture, is launching a line of fresh organic soy 
beverages to be followed by other organic soy based products. Our goal at Vermont Soy 
is to source high quality soy beans from local farmers. To assist area fanners, we are 
conducting soy bean variety trials and developing technical and infrastructure support 
necessary to enable farmers to grow successfully. As more Vermont dairy farmers seek 
additional profit making opportunities, growing soy beans along with other specialty row 
crops could prove beneficial. 

Vermont Natural Coatings, another Hardwick business, produces whey-protein based 
environmentally safe wood finishes. Our new patented formulations, invented through 
research at the University of Vermont, converts a cheese by-product into a high 
performance, safe wood finish. Similar to Vermont Soy, the goal of Vermont Natural 
Coatings is to provide added value to a locally produced product. 

Both new companies have been supported by Rural Development programs, including 
staff support, financing, and marketing and technical assistance. Fanners and small 
business alike can benefit from continued support for programs such as the 9006 
Renewable Energy Program, the Producer Value Added Grants, Rural Business 
Enterprise Grants, increased broadband coverage for rural areas, and other lending and 
technical assistance programs. Although functional and useful, some programs require a 
streamlined application process, small project set-asides, and greater % of total project 
costs covered. 

Mr. Chairman, as you are well aware, agriculture is vital to the State's economy. This 
industry, however, cannot sustain its position without a concerted effort to enhance the 
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economic well being of the farmers.- Ongoing uncertainties and instabilities of federal 
milk pricing policy along with the desire to strengthen and create new market 
opportunities led our farm and my businesses to areas of diversification. I believe 
strongly that the long-term economic viability of Vermont agriculture depends on its 
ability to diversify to meet the changing market realities. 

Supporting agricultural based businesses and ventures in rural America is critical. To be 
successful, programs in the 2007 farm bill need to sustain and enhance infrastructure that 
supports new innovations in food and agricultural based products. The Northeast 
Kingdom of Vermont has a vast resource of agriculture and forest raw materials. 
However, because the region lacks the necessary infrastructure to convert raw materials 
into processed goods the communities and producers do not benefit from value added 
product markets. 

The Town of Hardwick, Vermont is quickly becoming the agriculture center of Vermont, 
where agricultural based businesses are building partnerships with local agriculture 
producers to create and produce high quality valued added products. Currently, the 
Agriculture Food Park is home to my two new companies, Vermont Soy and Vermont 
Natural Coatings, as well as the Vermont Milk Company and the Sugarman; all ventures 
that are converting agricultural raw materials into value added products. 

Recently, the town received a Rural Business Enterprise Grant to conduct a feasibility 
study on the expansion of the Agriculture Food Park with the creation of an agricultural 
food business incubator building. This much needed infrastructure would enable 
Vermont’s agriculture producers to partner with agriculture minded entrepreneurs. If 
farmers are given a viable option to diversify with value added products, using local 
processing companies who keep the money in the local economy, then it is likely that 
more fanners will pursue this option. 

In addition to the Agriculture Food Business Incubator, the creation of the Functional 
Food Technology Initiative as part of the 2007 Farm Bill would create opportunities that 
build on and strengthen the region’s ability to add value to food and agriculture related 
products. 

The future of Vermont farms is based on sound management practices that integrate new 
technology, reduce labor input, provide for diversification and develop value added 
products. To enhance the economic viability of diversifying Vermont agriculture, the 
Functional Food Technology Initiative would provide funds for technical assistance, 
resource and product development, infrastructure and training for efforts that support the 
conversion of raw agricultural products to higher valued finished products in the 
Northeast Kingdom. 

Thanks to your continued support Mr. Chairman, the Northeast Kingdom is currently 
designated by the USDA as a Rural Economic Action Partnership, or REAP Zone. The 
REAP Strategic Plan notes, "The toughest part about living in the Northeast Kingdom 
comes from the difficulty of earning a living. The three county region is the most 
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isolated and sparsely populated comer of the state. As a result, it has consistently been 
the most economically depressed. The countryside is dotted with picturesque villages that 
have lost their economic foundation, leaving behind poverty and a community 
infrastructure with no means of support." In addition, the economic restructuring of the 
agricultural landscape with, "high production costs and low commodity prices keep many 
farmers from earning enough to support a family." This in turn is "pushing farmers to 
diversify and add value to their traditional operations." 

The Rural Development title of the Farm Bill has great potential for stimulating 
Vermont’s agricultural economic foundation. One very relevant program area will be the 
enhancement of biobased products. The development and research of biobased and value 
added products will enhance agricultural sectors and rural communities while providing 
alternatives for an increasingly environmentally aware and health conscious marketplace. 
The Center for a Biobased Economy, a non-profit made up of agriculture producers in the 
Hardwick area, which I am a member of, was formed to meet the increasing aw'areness 
and potential for educating the public about the importance of supporting an economy in 
which profitability and equity are created, maintained and enhanced through practices 
that promote stewardship, environmental health and social responsibility. 

The Center for a Biobased Economy is working to support the creation of economies 
where agricultural materials are used to create innovative and economically viable 
opportunities for farmers and consumers while protecting and utilizing an important 
resource base. 

Rural Development programs supporting biobased initiatives in the 2007 Farm Bill will 
help seek new technologies and products that vitalize rural communities while providing 
cleaner air, fewer emissions, healthier food options, less waste, lower risks and renewable 
alternatives. 

Programs need to acknowledge that farmers and consumers are partners, sharing a vision 
of mutual responsibility in which future generations are able to meet and sustain their 
own needs. There is a growing consumer interest in knowing how and where food and 
other goods are produced. This understanding can help foster a system approach that 
interconnects food, products, health, environment and community. 

Providing assistance to fanners and other agriculture related businesses can help increase 
on-farm profits from processing the raw material into a higher priced product. However, 
many well intended agricultural policies have encouraged concentration of the food 
processing, manufacturing and retail sectors which translates into lower farmer income as 
the connection with the farmer dissipates and use of local raw materials vanishes. 

New technologies from biobased agriculture initiatives established in the 2007 Farm Bill 
will provide farmers opportunities to obtain more dollars from the marketplace while 
giving rural local communities an important role in new business ventures. 
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Mr. Chairman, diversifying agriculture in Vermont is critical to the future of Vermont 
agriculture. Federal milk pricing programs have proved inadequate in providing stability 
and fairness to the price farmers are paid for their milk. Only when Congress granted the 
states the authority to set milk prices regionally, under the Northeast Interstate Dairy 
Compact, did milk price regulation prove successful. Although only in place for a short 
period of time it set a model for future milk pricing polices. While establishing a fair 
federal milk pricing policy remains a priority in the 2007 farm bill, the need to create 
opportunities in diversification is critical to maintaining our rural economies. As the 
Congressional delegation knows, Vermonters are creative and innovative when it comes 
to making a living off the land. With the use of Rural Development programs, farmers 
and businesses can seek new ways profit through agriculture. Vermont cheese makers 
are one example of how the dairy industry can grow and improve its market share. 

Cheese making is now a key agricultural sector and a promising solution to the chronic 
problems facing traditional dairying. 

Vermont cheese makers are among the nation’s best, producing more than 100 varieties 
of local handcrafted cheeses. Each year they reinforce and prove their greatness by 
winning national cheese contests with new farmstead and artisan cheeses. 

These awards and recognition help advance Vermont’s reputation for quality products 
and a continued strong agricultural heritage. 

Vermont’s successful farming history has established a foundation for opportunities for 
further growth and diversification. Expanding and strengthening agricultural based 
businesses so vital to Vermont and other rural states involves the coordination and 
support of many different interests. As Congress discusses and debates the farm bill it 
will be important for the Vermont delegation to recognize the issues that impact the 
ability of new agricultural sectors to flourish. There are many matters being considered 
and debated that could have an impact on specialty food processing in Vermont. 
Regulations, financing, credit, distribution of products, promotion, labeling, food safety 
and product development are among many of the issues. 

Consolidation and concentration within agriculture have generated ongoing debate and 
interest in the structure and business methods of agriculture. Farming, food processing, 
and food retailing are undergoing rapid change, moving toward fewer and larger 
operations. With the growing trend of consolidation of distribution systems and growth 
in agribusinesses, consumers will continue to get farther away from their food source, 
and farmers will continue to receive lower prices for their products. 

The trend of agri culture into agribusiness presents many challenges to the future of 
agriculture in Vermont. Rural communities, farm prices, traditional smaller sized farms, 
independent producers, family-based farms, and open productive land are impacted by 
the rate and trend of consolidation and concentration. 

In recent years research suggests that American consumers are seeking and demanding 
higher quality and flavor from food. More consumers want to know where their food 
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comes from and what is in it. This-is good news for Vermont, especially for organic food 
producers. Organic foods were once found mainly in whole food and specialty stores, 
but now are found on shelves of conventional grocery stores nationwide. Stocking more 
organic and natural foods in supermarkets has helped drive the market and shift these 
products into the mainstream. As large food processors look ready to expand their 
presence in the organic market, the Vermont delegation, led by Senator Leahy, should do 
all it can to protect the national organic standards. 

In addition, Vermont agriculture will benefit from our policymakers’ continuing to 
examine whether current laws for ensuring competition and anti-trust are appropriate and 
properly enforced, as well as whether new policy approaches might be considered. 

How Congress decides what role government should play in monitoring and regulating 
agricultural markets and products will have implications on new diversified agricultural 
opportunities in Vermont and other rural states. Here in Vermont, we are fortunate to 
have a congressional delegation that supports and enhances initiatives that protect '■ 
Vermont’s agricultural base. The future of Vermont agriculture depends on its ability to 
maintain a strong agriculture base while diversifying through the creation of new 
products and markets unique to Vermont. 

Mr. Chairman, Senator Sanders and Congressman Welch, thank you for your interest and 
understanding of the importance and significance that the next Farm Bill has on the future 
of Vermont agriculture. 
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TESTIMONY OF JOHN D.E. ROBERTS TO US SENATE AGRICULTURE 
COMMITTEE, MONTPELIER, VERMONT, MARCH 12™ 2007 

John D. E. Roberts, Butterwick Farm, 2438 South Bingham Street, West Cornwall, 
Vermont 05778-9610 bwJckfrm@shoreham.net (802)-462-2252 


Mr. Chairman , members of the United States Senate Agriculture Committee, my name is 
John Roberts and for the past thirty years my wife, family and I have dairy farmed in 
Cornwall, Vermont. We ship our milk to Agri-Mark/Cabot, and we’re proud of our award 
winning cheese and other dairy products. We started with 32 cows and now milk 200, 
mostly Brown Swiss, dare I say, the best of all breeds. In addition to being a dairy farmer 
I must, unwittingly, be a lover of roller coasters because financially that is what life on 
the farm is like. Where the rapid downward sweeps are longer and deeper than the 
exhilarating, invigorating upward climbs, and we gamble with a financial “crash” into the 
ground. 

Having said that I am basically an optimist, I hope that we have reached a unique 
confluence of events that is going to mark a turning point in the pricing structure for 
milk. If I am wrong and we continue with the same process that we have today the end 
result will be a decline in dairy farms, a decline in agricultural support industries and a 
moth balling of the rural economy that will effect states like Vermont in a very negative 
fashion. The hope that a niche market like organic milk might be the savior of the 
industry is complicated by the low ceiling, based on evidence in other developed 
countries, for demand. Like conventional milk, organic will only succeed as long as 
demand exceeds supply. 

Dairy farmers need the opportunity to make a profit, not a guarantee. We need to be able 
to make financial plans that with good management and fiscal responsibility are not 
derailed by events beyond our control, whether those events include adverse weather or 
sudden changes in the demand/supply balance. Many years efforts, financed by dairy 
farmers through their promotion activities have helped to increase demand, but the 
present pricing system that does not reflect current costs of production thwarts these 
positive efforts. We have gone way beyond the old M/W pricing formula and finding out 
what cheese sells for at 40 plants in Wisconsin. In this day of instant communication we 
must devise a system that clearly responds to cost of production changes whether it’s the 
price of com or the price of diesel. The simple fact is that farmers need a greater share of 
the retail dollar, where it used to be that nearly 50% of the retail dollar came back to the 
farm, that number is now less than 30%. The ability to recover costs of production is 
almost non-existent, in any meaningful way. We have an almost symbiotic relationship 
between the producers, processors and retailers, but there are concerns that we the 
producers are low on the totem pole when it comes to reflecting costs of production. 
Processors and retailers being that bit closer to the consumer can recapture their costs of 
production. However the producer is left with slim pickings to make ends meet, before 
worrying about paying suppliers and maintaining cows, farms and equipment. There 
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should be an incentive to the processor and retailer to keep the producer economically 
healthy to make sure they have the milk from which their profits derive. 

Linked to the profit opportunity is treating milk production on a regional basis. This 
would have great benefits to America in ensuring food security by maintaining regional, 
economically viable production, close to the centers of population. In addition this would 
have benefits on the global warming front by reducing transportation costs, and C02 
production, just to mention one problem of burning petroleum products. Regionalization 
would also help foster consumer’s interest and confidence in dealing with ‘their’ local 
producer. The Northeast Dairy Compact (NDC) had a four year run of success returning 
over $145 million to farmers. The NDC was supported by farmers, consumers and 
legislators, and the money came from the marketplace to the farmer, not from the 
taxpayer. Although largely political concerns sunk the NDC, the process does provide a 
route map as to how a successful program to gain a larger share of the retail dollar back 
to the dairy producer, on a regional basis. 

As a foundation of economics the demand/supply balance has an important impact on the 
price paid for milk to the dairy industry. However with a perishable product, expensive to 
transport in liquid form, small changes in either direction can have a devastating impact. 
A 2% swing in swing in either direction can whip a 20% swing in the farm gate price. In 
addition farmers, almost more than any other industry, are directly impacted by the 
weather, which continues to be beyond our control. This adds up to the need for an 
effective safety net, that will catch us before we hit the ground and not on the rebound! 
The MILC program, widely supported an by dairy farmers is a helpful program, however 
it needs restoration to its 45% level and provisions to take into account the multi-family 
farm operations and their need for an expanded cap over 2.4 million pounds of milk. 
Another point is the increasing realization among farmers that a positive milk supply 
adjustment scheme needs to be formulated, one that does not rely on a devastating below 
cost of production price to drive the point home. Equally, hard quotas that assume their 
own economic value and are inflexible, do not help to ensure a viable, dynamic dairy 
industry. An appropriate way to signal dairy farmers when and how to limit milk 
production needs to be found, without that signal being a sledge hammer. 

Another area that has great impact on dairy fanners is in the environment, both assisting 
us to ensure that we are compliant in the area of reducing our environmental foot print, 
reducing point and non-point pollution in particular. Unfunded or not fully funded 
mandates do not help in this process as again there is a negative impact on cash flow, 
without a fully positive incentive to get things done in a timely fashion. Clearly there is 
the desire amongst dairy farmers to be positive stewards of the environment. In addition 
to this is the increasingly important role farmers play in the generation of energy, 
whether with wind, farmers own many of the acres upon which to site windmills, or 
biomass generation, from manure or directly, crops grown for bio-mass generation. 

Viable dairy farmers can have an important positive impact in helping America achieve 
the goals of the 25/25 energy plan. 
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In summation, like Charles Dickens- said in the 'Tale of Two Cities’, ‘we live in the best 
of times, we live in the worst of times. The taM few years o f rapidly gyrating milk prices, 
adverse weather impacts, and supply/demand imbalance have laid bare the; inadequacies 
of the present milk pricing formula. In some ways it is exciting to think we have an 
opportunity here to establish a timely and effective pricing mechanism, probably 
including a supply management component, that will offer the dairy former an 
opportunity, not a guarantee, to make a profit, and establish effective long 
term economic planning, both for the farm and more importantly, the family. 

Thank you for the opportunity to testify before you today. 


JOHN ROBERTS 
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Green Mountain Dairy March 8, 2007 

Testimony of Willard Rowell Jr. 


Senate Agriculture Committee 
Senator Leahy 

Members of the Senate Agriculture Committee 

I represent a dairy farm in Franklin County Vermont which operates as a large farm 
under rules administered by the Vermont Agency of Agriculture. Our herd numbers well over 
1 000 cows and produces 22 million lbs of milk annually. Resulting manure amounts to a waste 
stream of nearly 10 million gallons. Cropland for the dairy consists of 1200 tillable acres in three 
towns, Sheldon, Highgate, and Swanton; all in the Missisquoi Bay Watershed. 

Section 9006 of the 2002 Farm Bill encourages development of renewable energy. Our 
farm is in the process of implementing an anaerobic digester system and we expect to be online 
producing power by March 16. Anaerobic or Methane digesters give farms the opportunity to 
participate in the field of renewable energy by reidentifying the manure waste stream as a 
revenue stream. The system offers multiple economic benefits to the farm and provides a 
management tool with many positive attributes. Imagine utilizing a waste stream to produce 
power, creating an enhanced fertilizer, and reducing odor while providing bedding material for 
the herd. The list goes on as we recognize multiple benefits to the environment, our society and 
the farm as well. 

Vermonters have adopted a positive view of methane digesters and the consensus is we 
need more of them. The Cow Power Program developed by a Vermont utility, Central Vermont 
Public Service Corporation, gives rate payers an opportunity to buy into environmental good, 
energy security and the working farm landscape of Vermont. The program encourages voluntary 
purchase of renewable energy and environmental attributes which helps support these projects. 
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Green Mountain Dairy March 8, 2007 

Testimony of Willard Rowell Jr. 

Section 9006 of the Farm Bill allows indirect public participation regarding how tax dollars are 
spent by demanding good for our society. 

Fanners are increasingly interested in the economic and environmental benefits digester 
systems offer. Having to struggle with low milk prices, most farmers recognize the upfront 
capital cost puts the system beyond their reach. Section 9006 is a key component of seeing more 
projects move forward. Our project on completion will have cost us approximately 2 million 
dollars and feasibility studies show financing wasn't possible without the 9006 grant. 

In Vermont the upfront capital cost of a digester system will shape our landscape and our 
environment as farmers face this challenge. Section 9006 of the 2007 Farm Bill can play a 
critically important role helping farms overcome insurmountable odds by increasing the number 
of grants awarded and by raising the level of funding. Last Year nationally we saw only 8 
digester projects receive a grant award which doesn't speak well for the program. Also we need 
to uncomplicate the process of grant funding which places too much burden on the fanner. It is 
clear to see why there is a shortage of manpower in government; we're spending far too many 
hours on redundant information. The grant proposal alone contains all information used for 
reference material. 

It is a real challenge to write a grant proposal requiring long hours and a firm 
commitment to the goal. While it is a fine thing to be awarded a grant it is quite something else 
to qualify the money for eventual reimbursement. Our project is nearly complete and to date we 
haven't received one dime of the USDA award. Something is clearly wrong with the process if a 
project budget is contingent on a grant that can’t be paid out until after the project is up and 
running. The USDA grant money awarded under section 9006 has to be qualified and requires 
proof of payment among other things before it can be reimbursed. The 9006 program falls well 
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Green Mountain Dairy March 8, 2007 

Testimony of Willard Rowell Jr. 

short of the mark since grant money arrives too late in the process to maximize its intended value 
and actually creates a heightened burden on the fanner. Please keep in mind that a failed digester 
project would likely mean a failed farm. Under current rules of section 9006 I would not expect 
most farms capable of making the effort or assuming the burden these projects place on them. 

We are farmers, we work long hours, take pride in our work and look for a common sense 
approach to matters. The process is simply too complicated and does not function as the 
founders likely intended.' 

In striving to do something positive for ourselves and everyone else lets first recognize 
that our society has embraced the idea of renewable energy or green power, of environmental 
good and of energy independence. Next let’s recognize dairy farmers for the past year have 
produced milk for 5 dollars per hundred weight less than the previous year, a one million dollar 
shortfall for our farm alone. Finally, let’s recognize feedstock, grains are a valuable resource and 
com has recently doubled in price largely due to ethanol production. Last year we planted 80 
million acres of com in the US and harvested over 300 million tons. This year we expect to plant 
an additional 10 million acres of com, harvest 13 billion bushels and with proposed ethanol 
plants coming on line, will still fall short of our needs. 

Our country needs to protect its resources by investing in infrastructure that will provide 
our society with the benefits it demands. We have to recognize our role as stewards and 
hopefully leave this place as good or better than we found it, otherwise we are sure to fail. 

Thank you for responsible leadership and please visit our facility. 

Respectfully submitted, 

Willard "Bill" Rowell 

Green Mountain Dairy Farm, Sheldon, Vermont 
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Northeast Organic Farming Association of Vermont 

Written testimony provided by Enid Wonnacott, Executive Director, March 9, 2007 

While organic production and organic products still comprise a small percentage of the nation's 
overall food economy (2-3%), it is the most dynamic sector and continues to expand on the order 
of 25-30% per year. 

In Vermont, there were 394 certified organic farmers and processors, with over 66,000 acres in 
certified organic production in 2006. By the end of 2007, 200 dairy farms in Vermont will be 
certified organic, representing 18% of the state’s dairy farms. 

This growth has been driven by deep-rooted values and growing public concerns relate^ to our 
food system. Consequently, the potential for the continued growth in organic production and 
consumer demand for organic food is great; published estimates indicate that in the next decade 
organic production and products may reach 10% of the nation’s food economy. 

The remarkable growth of organic food production and consumption have created significant 
economic, environmental and public health benefits for Vermont's farmers, communities and 
people. Vermont is recognized as a leader in the development of new organic businesses, 
products, programs and initiatives. Organic agriculture is providing new opportunities for farm 
families and others to develop and manage successful, sustainable farms and food enterprises. 

As in other realms of agriculture, the full realization of organic agriculture’s potential will require 
significant and continuing public support in developing new knowledge, technologies, and 
markets; and considerable investments in education, training and technical support programs. As 
such, it is critical that robust new policies and programs to support organic agriculture be 
included in the 2007 Farm Bill. The following proposals are priorities for NOFA-VT: 

Certification Cost Share Re-Authorization ; According to a recent USDA Economic Research 
Service report, Vermont ranks seventh in the nation in the number of certified organic operations 
(farms and processors). This impressive finding is, in no small part, due to federal cost-share 
funds (up to $500) to defray annual (re)certification expenses to individual farmers and 
processors. In 2006 these National Organic Program (NOP) funds were fully expended in most 
states leaving farmers and organic food processors to shoulder the full expense - which may be 
up to $4000 dollars per year. Certification cost-sharing is particularly valuable for family farms 
and small- and micro-scale food manufacturers. Cost-sharing enables them to afford to produce 
and market value-added, certified organic food and food products. In Vermont and across the 
country these enterprises are making significant contributions to the vitality of rural economies 
and communities. 

• NOFA-VT recommends that the NOP Certification Cost-Share Program be re-authorized and 
that annual funding be increased to fully fund program needs throughout the life of the farmbill 
and that the current cost share limit for farmers and processors be increased from $500 to 
$750/year or 75% of the cost. 
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Conservation Programs : In order to be certified, organic farmers must develop and implement 
whole-farm plans to insure that soils, pastures, nutrients, manure and water resources are 
managed responsibly. Organic Farm Plans require mitigation measures and best farming 
practices that are largely congruent with those of the Conservation Security Program (CSP), 
Environmental Quality Incentive Program (EQIP), and other programs administered by the 
Natural Resource and Conservation Service (NRCS). Recognition of this congruence is long 
overdue; corrections to conservation programs’ rules are needed so that conservation grants, 
incentive payments and cost-sharing funds are more easily available to transitioning and certified 
organic farmers. These changes will not only provide an important stimulus to organic food 
production but will also help these conservation programs’ objectives to be achieved to more 
efficiently and economically. 

Organic T ransition : Implementation of organic production practices and compliance yvith 
organic standards involves specialized technical understanding of and accurate, up-to-date 
information. Experienced conventional farmers who are interested in transitioning to certified 
organic production, as well individuals who wish to develop new organic farm enterprises, 
require ready access to technical information, practical advice, educational opportunities, 
business planning services and on-farm evaluations of e.g., facilities, pastures, soil and water 
resources. 

• NOFA-VT recommends the development of a technical assistance program, modeled after 
Vermont’s Dairy and Livestock Technical Assistance Program, that provides on-farm technical 
assistance in production and business planning from a team of advisors including university 
researchers, agency personnel, extension, non-profit service providers and other farmers. 

Research : Organic agriculture's future depends upon a solid framework of scientific knowledge 
and economic data to support the development of better practices, improved products, and 
effective problem-solving. Significant expansion of basic and applied research in soil sciences, 
pest management, organic livestock health, crop and pasture management , and plant and animal 
breeding suited to organic systems of production are urgently needed. 

Organic producers and food manufacturers also require complete and reliable production, price, 
trade and marketing data to enable them to make better production planning, manufacturing and 
marketing decisions. Without such information the organic marketplace will not function 
efficiently, our farmers and processors will find it difficult to plan to meet growing consumer 
demand, and organic imports will continue to expand. Despite these critical needs, USDA 
research programs have not kept pace with the growth of organic agriculture. Although organic 
currently represents about 3% of total US food retail market, the share of USDA research 
targeted to organic agriculture and marketing only represent about 0.6 percent annually ($12 
million). Significant increases in this funding is required to address the critical needs of organic 
agriculture and to insure that domestic organic agriculture continues to thrive and develop. 


NOFA-VT recommends significant increases in USDA-ARS resources and program 
activities devoted to organic research in order to achieve a “fair share” of support for organic 
agriculture. 
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• NOFA-VT recommends that comparable increases should take place to fund USDA 
Cooperative State Research, Education and Extension Service (CSREES) programs, 
priorities and initiatives devoted to organic agriculture, including (1) the Integrated Organic 
Program (which has been significantly under-funded), (2) the National Research Initiative 
(NRI), to include priority funding of classical plant and livestock breeding research programs 
to support organic production systems and (3) fully fund SARE, one of the most valuable 
programs to NOFA-VT. 

• NOFA-VT recommends expansion of programs and funding to support economic and policy 
research devoted to the (1) production, analysis and reporting of organic markets and 
production data, (2) identification of policy and program opportunities and barriers bearing 
on organic production and markets, including risk assessment and indemnification of losses 
caused by natural disasters and contamination by genetically modified organisms. Both 
conventional and organic farmers are losing market share because of GMO contamination. 
The risk assessment of new technologies, such as GMOs, needs to take place at the federal 
level so that states are not forced to develop policies without sufficient research. 

• Develop food safety regulations that are scale specific, friendly to small and medium size 
growers and processors and support farmers selling products directly to consumers. 


Food and Nutrition Programs : Programs that effectively educate people about the importance 
of proper nutrition and sustainable food production systems lay the foundation for addressing 
critical issues related to public health, environmental degradation, and long-term food security. 

• NOFA-VT recommends creation of a Youth Nutrition Program, comparable to the Senior 
Fanners' Market Nutrition Program, to increase the access of fresh, local foods to youth 
participating in summer feeding programs, and low income child care centers. 

• NOFA-VT supports funding for Farm to Cafeteria, including one-time grants to cover the 
start-up costs of farm to cafeteria programs coupled with technical assistance (training for food 
service providers, and recipe development incorporating local foods). In addition, one of the 
greatest needs to create incentives for local purchasing is to allow for geographic preferences and 
increased flexibility for school and institutional procurement of local and regional foods; and 
allow geographic preferences in Department of Defense (DOD) purchase of local products. 

• Expand the Fresh Fruit and Vegetable Pilot Program to all 50 states. 

• Couple market development for farmers with nutrition programs, so that farmers’ markets, 
CSAs and farmstands, for example can be certified for WIC fruit and vegetable vendor status and 
EBT benefits can be used at farmers’ markets. There is over $40 million dollars of food stamps 
spent in Vermont annually, which is currently not captured by fanners because the technology 
does not exist at markets to be able to receive electronic benefits transfer (EBT) debit cards. 


• Restore the SFMNP CSA share reimbursement to $100, while allowing for program 
expansion. 
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• Reauthorize Community Food Projects Competitive Grants Program (CFP) 

National Organic Program : 

The continued development of organic agriculture depends upon the adoption and enforcement 
of USDA national organic standards that are consistent with the values and expectations of 
millions of consumers of organic products. If consumers lose confidence in the integrity of the 
USDA Organic Label demand for organic products will stagnate, opportunities for farmers to 
transition to organic production will diminish, and the markets and investments of many 
thousands of certified organic farmers and food manufacturers will be placed in jeopardy. As 
such, it is imperative that the process of developing and enforcing national organic standards be 
fully transparent, vigorously implemented, and adequately funded. National organic standards 
must be sensitive and responsive to the desires of the vast majority of organic producers, whose 
lives and businesses are critically affected by them, as well to the expectations of organic 
consumers that the integrity of organic products be beyond question and reproach. Recent 
controversies and questions pertaining to the long-delayed and still unpublished proposed final 
rule pertaining to pasturing of ruminant livestock highlight growing concerns among many 
producers and consumers that the National Organic Program lacks the resources, procedures and, 
according to many, the will to develop, promulgate and enforce the necessary stringent 
standards. The NOP requires the funding - and the oversight - to fulfill its mission and it 
responsibilities to organic producers, processors and consumers. NOFA-VT supports fully 
funding the NOP and the National Organic Standards Board (NOSB), and supports more 
authority for NOSB recommendations. 




DOCUMENTS SUBMITTED FOR THE RECORD 

March 12, 2007 


( 99 ) 
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BURLINGTON SCHOOLS FOOD SERVICE 
Food for thought — Better food, better teaming 

March 15, 2007 

Mr. Robert Strum-Chief Clerk 

US Senate Committee on Agriculture, Nutrition and Forestry 
Room 328-A Russell Senate Office Building 
Washington DC 20510-6000 



Dear Mr. Strum, 

I am writing in an effort to shine a light on a few of the challenges faced by our school 
nutrition programs. We are always being asked to implement wellness policies and to 
change the offerings for our students. Please believe me when I say that we (Food Service 
Directors) are always looking for healthier ways to feed our children. Flere in Vermont we 
have an extensive Farm 2 School program that, as an example, will allow me to serve 
strawberry shortcake next week to over 2000 students. I will be using strawberries that 
were harvested and processed by students and food service staff the first week of July. 
The product will be amazing and the students will love it. I know our Senators Patrick 
Leahy and Bernie Sanders can attest to the fact that Vermont strawberries are the 
absolute best! 

But more importantly, it shows the commitment that the food service staff and our 
community has to bring our students the best and healthiest food we can. The shortcake 
is a single example of our districts' farm 2 school program. We also process and serve 
local zucchini, kale, chard, apples, squash, tomatoes, lettuce, and the list goes on and on. 
We love doing this and we want to do it more often, but it is becoming more and more 
difficult. The income for our program comes from the students buying lunch and the 
federal government reimbursements. Please, do all that you can to raise the amount of 
this payment and the commodity food allocation. Help give our programs the ability to do 
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To Our Congressional Delegation 
Patrick Leahy, Bernie Sanders and Peter Welch 
related to the 

March 12 2007 hearing on 2007 Farm Bill Opportunities 
For Vermont and the Northeast 

Great strides are being made in Burlington’s - and Vermont’s - school food. In a few short 
years, food service staff, students, teachers, farmers and others from the community have 
dramatically increased the consumption of whole, local and fresh foods in our schools. There’s 
great momentum and excitement about continuing these changes, and hopes that eventually the 
entire school-meals program can be transformed. 

But we need increased funding for this to happen. 

We need more funds to pay nearby farmers for their delicious in-season salad greens and winter- 
time carrots. We need more funds to support local food-processors and calzone-makers and 
bakers. We need more funds to outfit our school kitchens and cafeterias with equipment to prepare 
and serve more freshly-made, home-style dishes. And we need more funds so that food-service 
staff can be fairly compensated for their dedicated work and vital contributions to the school 
community. 

The ground-breaking Farm2School movement - here in Burlington, in Vermont, qround the 
country - could not exist without the skills and spirit of all those helping to transform school 
kitchens and cafeterias. Increased funding would go a long way towards building a foundation for 
more whole, fresh and local foods to be permanently and creatively incorporated into school menus. 

This is the time for the federal government to genuinely support school-food change and the 
people - day in and day out - making dreams come true. 

Signed in March 2007 

NAME CITY 

(If desired, include occupation and/or organizational affiliation) 

/ .. ) 

..... . u V. \ , ■ , . ; ■ , , .. 



STATE 


This petition and any accompanying comments must be postmarked by Friday, March 16, 
2007 (additional comments must include your name, city and state and a reference to the March 1 2 
hearing on the “2007 Farm Bill Opportunities for Vermont and the Northeast.”). Please send both 
petition and comments to: Robert Strum, Chief Clerk; US Senate Committee on Agriculture. 
Nutrition and Forestry; Room 328-A Russell Senate Office Building; Washington DC 20510-6000. 
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Lac Champlain 
2007 Plan d'action 


Amid: 

* lc lac Champlain est & s on paint le plus critique depuis s a decouvcrtc 
par Samuel dc Champlain il y a 400 ans. Ce n'est que demiremeni que 
nans rum sommes multi compte dc Vampleur des dommagt s que nous 
aval's causes au lac, la majeurc partie du temps sans le sawn; ct que 
•5* *us tivuns pris des mesurcs pour ttduine /'incidence dc nos activates sur 
•Vi qtuinic ile iron. L’avcnir Ccononuque du Vermont et sa prccieuse image . 
siit le plan cnvimnnmenJal serrnt compmmis si twits it’amvons pas it 
aiicindre nos objcctifs de reduction de nutriants d iet d 2009. Nous avons 
oo.'!( if devoir de rdussir. » 

— Buzz Hoerr, President. VTCAC 

L c Comity Consuiiauf dcs Citoyens du Vermont (VTCAC) 
prend fermement position sur la question de la reduction 
des phosphors. Si, comme citoyens et leaders du bassin 
du lac Champlain, nous matntenons le cap aciuel vers la 
reduction dc la pollution, il sc peut que nous n’atteigmons pas nos 
ambirieuses ribles de reduction des nutriants. 11 ne reste plus que 
deux ans .nunt la commemoration, prCvue pour 2009, du quadn- 
centenairr tie VanivCc dc Samuel de Champlain au lac. Le gouver- 
neur Douglas a travaille d’arrache-pied avec le gouvemeur de PEtat 
de New York et lc premier mintstre de la province de Quebec pour 
aticindrc les ctbles de charge dc phosphore prCcisCcs dans le Lake 
Champlain Phosphorus TMDL d iet it 2009. Comme la pollution 
dc source agricole non ponctuelle est la plus important source de 
, phosphore dans les zones les plus pollutes que sont les passages 
non! e; sud du lac. die est au centre du plan d’action du VTCAC 
■ pour 2007. ; 

. lEn nous fondant sur des travaux iittehsifs effectufe avec les 
. citoyens en 2006, nous crayons que i'accderarion de la misc au 
point: et de la mise en oeuvre de programmes exhaustifs de ges- 
tlon des nutriancs (PGN) dans routes les exploitations agricoles 
constitue le plus important defi que nous ayons a relever pour 
attelndre nos cibles de phosphore de 2009. Des PGN exhaustifs 
. cortst.itue.nt un-out.il indispensable pour rehausser la durability 
eoonomique des exploitations agricoles. Au Quebec, le modele 
du Club Agriculture jumeile 30 exploitations agricoles a un agro* 
nome en vue de Tytablissement et de la mise- en oeuvre de plans. . 
Non seulement ce modfcle rcduit-il la pollution par le phosphore, 
I’lSrosion du sol et la rupture des berges, mais il permet aussi aux 
agricul teurs de n&liser des Economies en reduisant ieurs besoins . 



en fertilisants importer Une fois que les PGN exhaustifs sen: 
realises, les agronomes continucnt de travailler avec les agiieul:- 
curs en vue d’arriver a une gestion scientiftque et economuiuc dc 
ieurs exploitations. 

11 n’existe vraisembiablement pas de meHleur retour sur 
finvestissement que la mise en oeuvre de plans exhaustifs univer- 
sels de gestion des nutriants pour assurer la quality de 1’eau et la 
viabilite yconomique des exploitations agricoles Sur les quciquc 
1 140 fermes laitteres du Vermont, environ 225 d’entre dies dispo- 
sent de plans. La plupart dcs fermes qui om besoin de plans soul 
des petites fermes laitieres que ne sont pas encore tom hee> par 
la Concentrated Animal Feed Operation (CAFO) ct la nouvcllc 
rcglemematton federate sur les exploitations agricoles qut rajuicu 
i’application de PGN exhaustifs pour les exploitations agneoics dc 
movenne et de grande envergure 


— French translation by Claude Ghanimtt 


104 


Lake Champlain 


2007 Action Plan 


Overview 

"Lake Champlain is at the most critical point in 400 years of post. 
Samuel de Champlain history. Only recently have we realized 
the extent to which we have damaged the Lake, for the most part . . 
unwittingly, and taken steps to reduce our impact on our waters. 
Vermont's economic future and our priceless environmental midge arc 
at: stake if we fail to meet our nutrient reduction goals by 2009. We 
must succeed.’ 

— Buzz Hoerr, Chair 
Vermont Citizens Advisory Committee (VTCAC) 


Vermont Citizens Advisory Committee on lake 
I Champlain (VTCAC) is taking a bold stance on 
I phosphorus reduction. If we as citizens and leaders 

-A- in the Lake Champlain Basin continue on the current 
course to reduce pollution, we may not reach our aggressive . 
nutrient, reduction targets. It is only two years until the 200$ 
Quadrlcentennial Celebration of Samuel de Champlain’s arrival , 
to the Lake. Governor Douglas, along with the Governor of 
New York and the Premier of Quebec, has worked in earnest to ' 
reach phosphorus load targets as specified in the Lake Champlain 
Phosphorus TMDL by 2009. Since agricultural nonpoint source, . . 
pollution is the single greatest source of phosphorus to the Lake, 
it is she centerpiece of our 2007 platform. 

Based on intensive work with citizens in 2006, we 
believe ilia; expediting completion and implementation of 
comprehensive nutrient management pfoas (NMP) on all farms 
is our most important quest to reach 2009 phosphorus targets. 
Comprehensive NMPs are an indispensable tool to enhance 
farm economic sustainability. In Quebec, the Agriculture Club 
model pairs 30 farms with one agronomist to develop and 
Implement plans. This model not only reduces phosphorus 
pollution, soil erosion, and streambank destabilization, it also 
saves farmers money by reducing imported fertilizer needs. 

Once comprehensive NMPs -are completed, agronomists continue 
working with fanners to scientifically and economically manage 
operations. 

There is likely no belter return on investment for water quality 
«md farm economic viability than universal comprehensive NMP 
implementation. Of nearly 1140 Vermont dairy farms, about 



by 2009. 


2. Sustain funding levels supporting acceleration of 

T the. Lake Chanipluin Phosphorus TMDL in every pos~ 

’ sible manner by 2009 — 4QQ Ui anniversary of explorer 
Samuel de Champlains arrival to the I akc. 

3. Improve, the accountability of watershed nunagemcn 
programs by-supporting the Like Champlain Basin, 
Programs (L.CBP) Ecosystem Indicators Program and 
refining the phosphorus accounting model. 


225 have plans. Most farms needing plans are small dairies riot, 
yet affected by the Concentrated Animal Feed Operation (CAPO) 
and new federal form rules which stipulate comprehensive NMPs 
on many medium and large farms. 


Fencing animals from streams and creating designated stream crossings 
reduces streambank erosion. 
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Actions To Improve 
Water Quality 

Of ten major tributaries monitored in Vermont and Quebec 
during 1990-2004, six had declining trends in flow-adjusted 
phosphorus concentrations, three showed no clear trend up or 
down, and one showed increasing phosphorus. While Vermont, 
New York, and Quebec have invested in significant phosphorus, 
reduction, insufficient control of nonpoint source pollution, 
population growth, and increasing development of forested or . 
agricultural land may be offsetting prior reductions. 


hangtng how agricultural improvements are funded froth, whole . 


farm fixes to ranking single worst problems is one way to further ... 
reduce nonpoint source pollution. The VTCAC successfully 
inspired the Natural Resource Conservation Service to begin 
a trial program that hinds “single practices" on farms instead 


of requiring long-term 
contracts and commitments 
to fix all problems. This 
m.tl program :s attracting 
harder -to - reac h regions and 
individuals 

rdurcitors identify healthy 
<,t rex >?» by iassifying aquatic 
insects at an LCBP workshop. 



Legislative Actions 

• Accomplish comprehensive n«tsiei5t nrariagement .; : 
plans (NMP) on At I. farms 

The VTCAC tttggs the i ioverhof arid the bjgislature\ : ;'V: v 
to direct the Vermont Agency of Agri culture, FbodAA-A 
and Markets yVAAFivk to cooKiihitte 'developfhetifof.: :yy 
'comprehensive NMPs on all remaining farms; hocusing 
-r, hunts mth -xnk and terrain mom likely to export 
phosphorus into surface waters first ‘will help us reach 
phoxpn m. , load reduction targets more quickly as 
specified in -the: Lake -Champlain , Phosphorus.- TMDL '■ ■ ■■■ ■■■ 
hsnm.ucH to ace onspSkh this goal by 2009 are over 
55 null-on. We heueve the; single (eat wall nave the 
I argon impact. on reducing agnouiiuval nonpoint source 
phosphorus pollution, not only in the Lake Champlain 
Basin, but also staiewirie. 


• Restrict farm animals from large streams and rivers 
and create si ream crossings 

Animals drinking from streams destabilize streambanks and 
add sediments, nutrients, and fecal bacteria to surface waters. 
Fencing animals from streams and creating designated stream 
crossings (usually bridges) reduces streambank erosion. The 
Vermont Agency of Natural Resources' (VTANR) river corridor 







Cost Needs 
to Complete 
Comprehensive 
NMPs on 
Remaining Forms 
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The VJ'OK 
meetings in 
southern in 


protection grams, Conservation Reserve Enhancement Program 
{CREP). and Vermont Agronomic Buffers Program are existing 
soots to address these needs The VTCAC supports increased 
fencing and stream crossing programs and initiatives that 
encourage farmers to restrict animals from larger streams and 
rivers (classified and mapped by US Geological Survey as 
"second order” streams). 

* Increase cost-share funding and technical assistance 
to farmers 

Si.uc funds allocated to the Conservation Reserve Enhancement 
Program {CREP) and Farm Agronomic Practices Program 
tFAP) leverage significant federal matching funds. The CREP 
program pays farmers to take land adjacent to waterways out of 
production. The new 2006 TAP program encourages farmers 
m continue NMPs, cover cropping, and other Best Management 
Practices (BMP) after initial cost -share funding ends. Technical 
assistance to farmers lias decreased as regulatory requirements 
have increased The VTCAC recommends that CREP receive 
>250,000 and that PAT receive $ 1 00.000. 

Vermont State Agency Actions 

• Refine phosphorus accounting to support the 
Clean and Clear Action Plan 

In iaic 2006. the VTA NR and VAAFM released an on-line 
database of projects funded to date by the Clean and Clear 
Action Plan. An accounting system is needed to track progress 
m reducing phosphorus as a result of these projects. Refining 
the phosphorus accounting model and pinpointing the largest 
contributing sources, as called for by the Lake Champlain 
Committee and other VTCAC partners, may help make this 
nexus. Offsetting factors such as land conversion, riparian 
development, and other sources of phosphorus increase 
must be tracked. The VTCAC strongly recommends that the 


VTANR, VAAFM, LCBP, and University of Vermont. (UVM).. . 
collaborate to refine phosphorus accounting methods. 

• Improve communication with the. public regarding 
blue-green algae blooms 

. Blue-green algae (BGA) blooms 'tire a continued public health 
■ ■■ concern. Although usually harmless, BGA can. sometimes 
produce toxins that cause illness if ingested in significant 
quantities. The UVM, with LCBP funding, has monitored 
BGA for seven years and provides test results to the Vermont. 
Department of Health to alert, the public. In addition to 
monitoring, the Lake Champlain Committee, and UVM: 
developed a cost-effective method of citizen volunteers to 
. collect samples. This approach allows a wide geographical .. 
area to be sampled quickly, and without additional staff 
costs. The public has repeatedly requested expanding the . 

. volunteer network t:o cover the same geographical area as 
. the monitoring program . The. current 1.5 volunteer monitors 
should be expanded to 22 to cover known, problem areas, and 
to capitalize on volunteer interest. 

Actions To Control Aquatic 
Nuisance Plants And Animals 

While water chestnut has been, consistently cori trolled and. 
diminished in southern reaches of Lake Champlain for 25 years 
through the monumental efforts of multiple partners, the invasive 
plant is getting a toehold in the North Lake. In June 2006, water 
chestnuts were discovered in. remote areas of Missisquoi National 
Wildlife Refuge. The. LCBP partner organizations mobilized 
over 30 volunteers and staff to survey areas and hand-pull water 
chestnut. They contributed 300 hours of labor to harvest 3.2,000 
water chestnut rosettes. Efforts are underway to resurvey refuge 
lands in 2007 for signs of spread. 
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UeisuTivi Actions 

* Support continued water chestnut control and spread 
prevention efforts 

Consistent annual funding has proven successful at managing 
water chestnut. The Vermont Department of Environmental 
Conservation (VTDEC) leads this 23-year program with long- 
term support, from US Array Corps of Engineers, LCBP, New 
.. York State DEC, Nature Conservancy, and other partners. 

In 2006, headway continued in the north to south Lake 
Champlain management effort and no. new inland Vermont 
: . waters were found to have the invader. Despite these 
.. successes, water chestnut is still predominant in the South 
. .. . Lake and new populations were discovered in Missisquoi. . 
National Wildlife Refuge. To meet northern and southern 
needs, continued annual, state funding of at least $300,000 is-. . 

. critical, as previous funding reductions resulted in immediate ! - 
reinfestation of previously controlled areas. 


. Alternative hinds are required to meet needs for ANS controls 
as outlined in Report on the Vermont Aquatic Control. Grant- 
In-Aid Program, January 2006, prepared for the Vermont 
Legislature. This report recommends that, a legislative study 
committee he convened to identify how additional funds . 
can be raised for ANS control. The VTCAC supports this 
recommendation. 

* Endorse the LCBPVANS Rapid Response Protocol 

The LCBP has convened Vermont, New York, and Quebec 
government and non-government experts to develop an ANS 
Rapid Response Protocol. Once invasive species become 

. established, the likelihood for eradication quickly diminishes 
and management costs rise. At least four invasive species 
entered Lake Champlain in the last, five years. The VTANR 
needs to initiate swift decisions and actions to halt new 
invasions. Expediting the necessary permits as detailed in the. 
Rapid Response Protocol is a key step. 



Better enforce the ANS Transport Law and Baitfish Rule 

Preventing ANS introduction and spread is more cost 
effective and ecologically sound than eradicating them 
after they become established. Enforcement, of the current 
ANS Transport Law is hindered by species identification. 

The LCBP's soon-to-be released lake Champlain Busin ANS . 


Expand local management of aquatic nuisance species 

The VTDECs Grant-in-Aid Program furids towns to control 
aquatic nuisance species (ANS) in infested waters and prevent 
hew introductions into uninfested waters. The program, 
funded through motorboat registration receipts and federal 
funds, does not have, adequate resources to meet demands. 


Release of this 400 ^ anniversary logo officially 
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Sktntp rcifomr. obtained com- 
memorative postal cancellations in 
Yemen:. \r.v York, and Quebec far 
the iiat ever international and inter- 
Oalr stamp am elicit ion marking the 
QuadncaUennial (1 609-2009). 


identification Guide will help decipher species identification. 

■y. However, expanding the law to cover all aquatic plant 
transport, will further augment spread prevention. The 
VTCAC urges the legislature to expand regulatory capability 
and provide additional enforcement funding for the ANS 
. ' Transport Law and Baitfis'h Rule. 

Actions To Enhance Recreation 
And Cultural Heritage Resources 

Planning for the 400* h anniversary of Samuel de Champlains 
arrival to the Lake is in full swing. Vermonters have embraced 
the idea of shining an international spotlight on the history and 
culture of Lake Champlain. People from this region, France, 
and (he United Kingdom will join us in commemorating the 
■French explorer’s voyage. A special ceremony at St. Anne’s 
"marked the release of the first-ever, international and interstate 
■'stamp cancellation. In September 2006, philatelists obtained 
.commemorative postal cancellations in Isle La Motte, Vermont,. 
.Champlain, New York, and St. Jean, Quebec as they traveled 
; haeh place with a special stamp cache designed by the LCBP 

i-ffte Lake Champlain Quadricentennial Commission (LCQC) 
established several subcommittees of interested citizens that have 
been very productive over the past year. In 2006, a website was. 
introduced, logos for the 400 th anniversary were, established, and 
(a 1 draft strategic plan was presented. Following an eight-month 
•.public comment period, the LCQC has incorporated suggestions 
:arid will present the final plan to the Legislature in 2007 

iEGISLATIVE ACTIONS 


additional tourism revenues over the next six years. Ton 
and Marketing needs $250,000 of seed funding to onple 
preparations- 

Lake Champlain booster license plate 

The Legislature should support legislation to establish a 
booster license plate for the Quadricentennial. The plate 
will commemorate the 400 th . anniversary of Samuel de . 
Champlains arrival in 1609. The legislation will allow ti 
design, purchase, and sale of commemorative motor veh: 
plates bearing the message “Vermont. Lake Champlain 
Quadricentennial 1609-2009” Similar to the Vermont . 
Bicentennial booster plate, the Quadricentennial plate ca: 
displayed on the front of any Vermont-registered vehicle 
two years (2008-2010), Once development, and product 
costs are met, the balance of the revenues will fund ot'hei 


Agency Actions 

Increase state agency support for the Lake Champlain 
Quadricentennial 

While the Vermont Department of Tourism and Marketing 
and the Vermont Division for Historic Preservation have been 
leaders in preparing for the Quadricentennial, other state 
agencies, departments; and divisions must become more.: 
actively involved thtougl-i staff support and funding. State . 
grant funding should be directed at projects that support ■ 
implementation of the Lake Champlain. Quadricentennial . 


In two years, people 
irom all over the world 
wifi visit Vermont for the 
Quadricentennial. The Vermont 
IV pari i net it of Tourism 
.me! Marketing lias clone an 
outstanding job organizing 
public planning efforts for the 
anniversary. The US National 
Park Service estimates that the 
Quadricentennial Celebration 
could generate $133 million in 


8 Provide seed money for 
the Lake Champlain 
Quadricentennial Celebration 
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VkRMONT Citizens Advisory Committee fVTCACJ 
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Chair 


Larry Dupont 

Northern Lake Champlain 
Citizens Advisory Council 
North Hem 
lwdupont@aolxotn 


^ T^Terth He«? ' 


Vne VTCAC is a diverse group of citizens, lake advocates, business representatives, 
farmers, and legislators united through their interest in a clean, healthy Lake Champlain. 
The VTCAC members are appointed by the Governor or by the Vermont Legislature 
for two or three year terms. They are charged with submitting an annual report to .. . . 
the Vermont Legislature that maps out recommended actions to protect the future integrity of 
the Lake. The Vermont, New York, and Quebec CACs each hold a seat on the Lake Champlain 
Steering Committee, the governing board for the Lake Champlain Basin Program (LCBP). The 
VTCAC members guide the development of the LCBP’s annual budget and outreach, programs, and 
guide the selection of annual Partnership Program grants. 


Senator {Jinny Lyons 

Chittenden County . 
vtyons@lcg.suic vi us 

Representative Dexter Randall 

North Troy. 

drandaU@lcg.'jute,\i;.uti : 


Michaeia Stickney 

- Verhiont Lake Champlain Coordinator 
Lake Champlain Basin Program & Vermont Agency of Natural Resources 
(802)241-3619 


Cover photograph' courtesy of Lake Champlain Transportation Company 
Back coyer photograph courtesy of Lake Champlain Committee 


... For'mwe information: 

Lake Champlain Basin Program 

(800) 468-5226 (VT & NY). • (802)372-3213 • 


www.icbp.org 
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200 Signatures 

Collected from March 13-15, 2007 in 
Burlington, Vermont 


Related to the March 12, 2007 
Hearing on 2007 Farm Bill Opportunities 
for Vermont and the Northeast 


Burlington Pood. Service Staff shown above:". 

Cindy Gordon, Sue Thompson (Manager) , Barb Benoit, Jennifer Gagnon 



Ill 


To Our Congressional Delegation 
Patrick Leahy, Bernie Sanders and Peter Welch 
Related to the 

March 12, 2007 hearing on 2007 Farm Bill Opportunities 
For Vermont and the northeast 


14 March 2007 


Dear Senator Leahy, Senator Sanders and Congressman Welch: 

These signed petitions were gathered over the last couple of days here in 
Burlington. They show the widespread and heartfelt support for increased 
funding for school-food programs in our community and beyond. 

We are hoping that our innovative school-food program as well as others around 
the country can begin to receive the support they deserve, through increased 
federal reimbursement and other means. 


On behalf of the hard-working farmers, inventive small-scale food processors and 
spirited food-service staff connected to our schools, we are thanking you for 
keeping us in mind as you prioritize Farm Bill programs and spending. 



Doug Davis, Director, Burlington School Food Service Program 


Abbie Nelson, VT FEED Coordinator of Local Purchasing, Northeast Organic 



200 Signatures Enclosed from: 

20 Burlington Food Service /Custodial Staff 
18 Intervale Farmers and Farm-Related People 
75 Burlington High School Students 
52 Burlington Teachers 
25 Other Burlington Community Members 


Farming Association of Vermopt 

__ 

Betsy Bo^enbluth, Coordinator, Burlington Legacy Project 
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BURLINGTON SCHOOLS FOOD SERVICE 
Food for th ought — Better food, better teaming 
March 15, 200? 4/ : ; 

Mr, Robert Strum-Chief Clerk 

US Senate Committee on Agriculture, Nutrition and Forestry 
Room 328-A Russeli Senate Office Building 
Washington DC 20510-6000 

Dear Mr, Strum, y? 



1 am writing in an effort to shine a light on a few of the challenges faced by our school 
nutrition programs. We are always being asked to implement wellness policies and to 
change the offerings for our students. Please believe me when I say that we (Food Service 
Directors) are always looking for healthier ways to feed our children. Here in Vermont we 
have an extensive Farm 2 School program that, as an example, will allow me to serve 
strawberry shortcake next week to over 2000 students. I will be using strawberries that 
were harvested and processed by students and food service staff the first week of July, 
The product will be amazing and the students will love it. I know our Senators Patrick 
Leahy and Bernie Sanders can attest to the fact that Vermont strawberries are the 
absolute best! 

But more importantly, it shows the commitment that the food service staff and our 
community has to bring our students the best and healthiest food we can. The shortcake 
is a single example of our districts' farm 2 school program. We also process and serve 
local zucchini, kale, chard, apples, squash, tomatoes, lettuce, and the list goes on and on. 
We love doing this and we want to do it more often, but it is becoming more and more 
difficult. The income for our program comes from the students buying lunch and the 
federal government reimbursements. Please, do all that you can to raise the amount of 
this payment and the commodity food allocation. Help give our programs the ability to do 
the very important Job that our communities have entrusted us to do. 


Sincerely, 


Doug Davis 

Doug Dsvis, Director 
ddavis@bsdvt.org 
Pat Matron, Assistant 
pmatton@h5dvt.org 

52 Institute Road 
Burlington VT 05401 
Phone: 802-864-8416 
Fax 802-864-8438 
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One Parent’s Reflections on 
Why Good Food Matters 

Related to 2007 Farm Bill Opportunities 
for Vermont and the Northeast 

Dear Senator Leahy, Senator Sanders and Congressman Welch: 

I joined this country’s - and Burlington’s - school-food, movement five years ago 
because 1 wanted all children to have access to wonderful food. I wanted all children 
-just like my daughter - to be able to eat Intervale carrots and Champlain Orchard 
apples and whole-grain just-baked bread. 

I was more than prepared for a world of challenges. What I didn’t foresee was the 
joy that comes from being in a group and helping to change a part of this world. 

I feel such joy when I meet a parent who says that her teenage son - who used to hate 
vegetables - now loves Vermont Minestrone for lunch. I feel such joy hearing third- 
graders discuss what whole, local and fresh mean, while munching on fresh alfalfa 
sprouts. 1 feel such joy knowing that fanners and bakers and food-service staff are 
being more and more appreciated for the contributions they are making towards 
school-food transformation. So many people, over the last few days, were instantly 
willing to sign the Petition in honor of their work. 

Because so many of us are linked together by common cause, there’s a place for 
everyone at the table. There’s no blame for present predicaments, only a rock-bottom 
faith that we can all together figure out solutions. I love the teachers I’m sharing 
class-time with, and the kids I’m making pesto with, and the food-service people I’m 
inventing soup with. They are in countless respects my extended family. 


We have all the bravery, all the creativity, all the trust in one another to really 
transform school food. But we need more federal support. Much more federal 
support. In the name of all our children - and in the name of all our wonderful 
farmers and bakers and food-service staff- 1 ask you to do all you can to put school- 
food miracles at the top of your list. . 

With great respect, 

Bonnie Acker 

Parent Volunteer with the Burlington School Food Project sine 


■ 
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To: Patrick Leahy, Bemie Sanders, and Peter Welch 

Related to: The Match 12, 2007 hearing on 2007 Farm Bill Opportunities for Vermont 
and the Northeast 'v-vFl'VO.v 7 7: tTfT/CLfy/itrTtAFfrty 

Date: March 15, 2007 

Attached, please find signatures from City Market/Onion River Co-op. Thanks for taking 
this important request for more funding into consideration. We care about supporting our 
local farmers and food service staff and helping kids eat whole, local, and fresh produce! 


Yours, 



Caroline Homan 
Food Education Coordinator 
City Market/ Onion River Co-Op 
82 S. Winooski Ave. 

Burlington, VT 05401 

On behalf of City Market 




"I never heard of celeriac before today. 
And it tastes really good!" said one student. 
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To Our Congressional Delegation 
Patrick Leahy, Bernie Sanders and Peter Welch 
related to the 

March 12 2007 hearing on 2007 Farm Bill Opportunities 
For Vermont and the Northeast 

Great strides are being made in Burlington’s - and Vermont’s - school food. In a few short 
years, food service staff, students, teachers, farmers and others from the community have 
dramatically increased the consumption of whole, local and fresh foods in our schools. There’s 
great momentum and excitement about continuing these changes, and hopes that eventually the 
entire school-meals program can be transformed. 

But we need increased funding for this to happen. 

We need more funds to pay nearby farmers for their delicious in-season salad greens and winter- 
time carrots. We need more funds to support local food-processors and calzone-makers and 
bakers. We need more funds to outfit our school kitchens and cafeterias with equipment to prepare 
and serve more freshly-made, home-style dishes. And we need more funds so that food-service 
staff can be fairly compensated for their dedicated work and vital contributions to the school 
community. 

Food service staff are at the heart of what makes a school thrive. We greet children in the morning, 
knowing which kids needs extra attention and caring. We greet students at lunchtime, encouraging 
them to enjoy a variety of nutritious foods. With minimal equipment, space and time, we are doing 
our best to serve popular whole, fresh and local foods. Our dream is to provide the best foods to 
everyone in our school community. 

The ground-breaking Farm2School movement - here in Burlington, in Vermont, around the 
country - would not exist without the skills and spirit of food service workers. We ask that we be 
fairly compensated for our central role in Burlington’s school-food transformation. 

Burlington School Food Service F.mployees, March 2007 



This petition and any accompanying comments must be postmarked by Friday, March 16, 
2007 (additional comments must include your name, city and state and a reference to the March 12 
hearing on the “2007 Farm Bill Opportunities for Vermont and the Northeast.”). Please send both 
petition and comments to: Robert Strum, Chief Clerk; US Senate Committee on Agriculture, 
Nutrition and Forestry; Room 328-A Russell Senate Office Building; Washington DC 20510-6000. 



117 


To Our Congressional Delegation 
Patrick Leahy, Bernie Sanders and Peter Welch 
related to the 

March 12 2007 hearing on 2007 Farm Bill Opportunities 
For Vermont and the Northeast 

Great strides are being made in Burlington’s - and Vermont’s - school food. In a few short 
years, food service staff, students, teachers, fanners and others from the community have 
dramatically increased the consumption of whole, local and fresh foods in our schools. There’s 
great momentum and excitement about continuing these changes, and hopes that eventually the 
entire school-meals program can be transformed. 

But we need increased funding for this to happen. 

We need more funds to pay nearby farmers for their delicious in-season salad greens and winter- 
time carrots. We need more funds to support local food-processors and calzone-makers and 
bakers. We need more funds to outfit our school kitchens and cafeterias with equipment to prepare 
and serve more freshly-made, home-style dishes. And we need more funds so that food-service 
staff can be fairly compensated for their dedicated work and vital contributions to the school 
community. 

Food service staff are at the heart of what makes a school thrive. We greet children in the morning, 
knowing which kids needs extra attention and caring. We greet students at lunchtime, encouraging 
them to enjoy a variety of nutritious foods. With minimal equipment, space and time, we are doing 
our best to serve popular whole, fresh and local foods. Our dream is to provide the best foods to 
everyone in our school community. 

The ground-breaking Fartn2School movement - here in Burlington, in Vermont, around the 
country - would not exist without the skills and spirit of food service workers. We ask that we be 
fairly compensated for our central role in Burlington’s school-food transformation. 

Burlington School Food Service Employees, March 2007 
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This petition and any accompanying comments must be postmarked by Friday, March 16, 
2007 (additional comments must include your name, city and state and a reference to the March 12 
hearing on the “2007 Farm Bill Opportunities for Vermont and the Northeast.”). Please send both 
petition and comments to: Robert Strum, Chief Clerk; US Senate Committee on Agriculture, 
Nutrition and Forestry; Room 328-A Russell Senate Office Building; Washington DC 20510-6000. 
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To Our Congressional Delegation 
Patrick Leahy, Bernie Sanders and Peter Welch 
related to the 

March 12 2007 hearing on 2007 Farm Bill Opportunities 
For Vermont and the Northeast 

Great strides are being made in Burlington’s - and Vermont’s - school food. In a few short 
years, food service staff, students, teachers, farmers and others from the community have 
dramatically increased the consumption of whole, local and fresh foods in our schools. There’s 
great momentum and excitement about continuing these changes, and hopes that eventually the 
entire school-meals program can be transformed. 

But we need increased funding for this to happen. 

We need more funds to pay nearby farmers for their delicious in-season salad greens and winter- 
time carrots. We need more funds to support local food-processors and calzone-makers and 
bakers. We need more funds to outfit our school kitchens and cafeterias with equipment to prepare 
and serve more freshly-made, home-style dishes. And we need more funds to that food-service 
staff can be fairly compensated for their dedicated work and vital contributions to the school 
community. 

Food service staff are at the heart of what makes a school thrive. We greet children in the morning, 
knowing which kids needs extra attention and caring. We greet students at lunchtime, encouraging 
them to enjoy a variety of nutritious foods. With minimal equipment, space and time, we are doing 
our best to serve popular whole, fresh and local foods. Our dream is to provide the best foods to 
everyone in our school community. 

The ground-breaking Farm2School movement - here in Burlington, in Vermont, around the 
country - would not exist without the skills and spirit of food service workers. We ask that we be 
fairly compensated for our central role in Burlington’s school-food transformation. 

Burlington School Food Service Employees, 9 March 2007 
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To Our Congressional Delegation 
Patrick I>eahy, Bernie Sanders and Peter Welch 
related to the 

March 12 2007 hearing on 2007 Farm Bill Opportunities 
For Vermont and the Northeast 

Great strides are being made in Burlington’s - and Vermont’s - school food. In a few short 
years, food service staff, students, teachers, farmers and others from the community have 
dramatically increased the consumption of whole, local and fresh foods in our schools. There’s 
great momentum and excitement about continuing these changes, and hopes that eventually the 
entire school-meals program can be transformed. 

But we need increased funding for this to happen. 

We need more funds to pay nearby farmers for their delicious in-season salad greens and winter- 
time carrots. We need more funds to support local food-processors and calzone-makers and 
bakers. We need more funds to outfit our school kitchens and cafeterias with equipment to prepare 
and serve more freshly-made, home-style dishes. And we need more funds so that food-service 
staff can be fairly compensated for their dedicated work and vital contributions to the school 
community. 

Food service staff are at the heart of what makes a school thrive. We greet children in the morning, 
knowing which kids needs extra attention and caring. We greet students at lunchtime, encouraging 
them to enjoy a variety of nutritious foods. With minimal equipment, space and time, we are doing 
our best to serve popular whole, fresh and local foods. Our dream is to provide the best foods to 
everyone in our school community. 

The ground-breaking Farm2School movement - here in Burlington, in Vermont, around the 
country - would not exist without the skills and spirit of food service workers. We ask that we be 
fairly compensated for our central role in Burlington’s school-food transformation. 

Burlington School Food Service Employees, March 2007 


NAME 


CITY 


STATE 


CbuO£^ 




1 


-S 






tv A ova c -Vtw \/T~ 






iltea P l a qfa i£ ui ioq-hn vr 




S£L 





jjg/S 




tft- 


This petition and any accompanying comments must be postmarked by Friday, March 16, 
2007 (additional comments must include your name, city and state and a reference to the March 12 
hearing on the “2007 Farm Bill Opportunities for Vermont and the Northeast.”). Please send both 
petition and comments to: Robert Strum, Chief Clerk; US Senate Committee on Agriculture, 
Nutrition and Forestry; Room 328- A Russell Senate Office Building; Washington DC 20510-6000. 
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To Our Congressional Delegation 
Patrick Leahy, Bernie Sanders and Peter Welch 
Related to the 

March 12 2007 hearing on 2007 Farm Bill Opportunities 
For Vermont and the Northeast 

We are really enjoying the new foods being served at school including the 
vegetables and hummus on our salad bar, the made-to-order wraps, the home-style 
minestrone soup, the locally-made whole-grain pizza and the freshly-made granola. 

We would love to see more whole, local and fresh foods available. 

We’d also like to see farmers, bakers, and Food Service staff paid more for their 
skilled and dedicated contributions to our school’s meals. We understand that many 
of these vitally-important people do not make ends meet, and we believe that should 
change. 

We are hoping that more federal funding will be available so that Burlington High 
School - and other schools around the country - can keep putting new great foods on 
the menu while paying a fair wage to those involved. 

Burlington High School Students, March 2007 

NAME CITY STATE 



Thanks to everyone signing for being part of Burlington’s Farm2School movement! 
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To Our Congressional Delegation 
Patrick Leahy, Bernie Sanders and Peter Welch 
Related to the 

March 12 2007 hearing on 2007 Farm Bill Opportunities 
For Vermont and the Northeast 

We are really enjoying the new foods being served at school including the 
vegetables and hummus on our salad bar, the made-to-order waps, the home-style 
minestrone soup, the locally-made whole-grain pizza and the freshly-made granola. 

We would love to see more whole, local and fresh foods available. 

We’d also like to see farmers, bakers, and Food Service staff paid more for their 
skilled and dedicated contributions to our school’s meals. We understand that many 
of these vitally-important people do not make ends meet, and we believe that should 
change. 

We are hoping that more federal funding will be available so that Burlington High 
School - and other schools around the country - can keep putting new great foods on 
the menu while paying a fair wage to those involved. 

Burlington High School Students, March 2007 

NAME CITY STATE 



Thanks to everyone signing for being part of Burlington’s Farm2School movement! 
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To Our Congressional Delegation 
Patrick Leahy, Bemie Sanders and Peter Welch 
Related to the 

March 12 2007 hearing on 2007 Farm Bill Opportunities 
For Vermont and the Northeast 


We are really enjoying the new foods being served at school including the 
vegetables and hummus on our salad bar, the made-to-order wraps, the home-style 
minestrone soup, the locally-made whole-grain pizza and the freshly-made granola. 

We would love to see more whole, local and fresh foods available. 

We’d also like to see farmers, bakers, and Food Service staff paid more for their 
skilled and dedicated contributions to our school’s meals. We understand that many 
of these vitally-important people do not make ends meet, and we believe that should 
change. 

We are hoping that more federal funding will be available so that Burlington High 
School - and other schools around the country - can keep putting new great foods on 
the menu while paying a fair wage to those involved. 

Burlington High School Students, March 2007 
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To Our Congressional Delegation 
Patrick Leahy, Bemie Sanders and Peter Welch 
Related to the 

March 12 2007 hearing on 2007 Farm Bill Opportunities 
For Vermont and the Northeast 

We are really enjoying the new foods being served at school including the 
vegetables and hummus on our salad bar, the made-to-order wraps, the home-style 
minestrone soup, the locally-made whole-grain pizza and the freshly-made granola. 

We would love to see more whole, local and fresh foods available. 

We’d also like to see farmers, bakers, and Food Service staff paid more for their 
skilled and dedicated contributions to our school’s meals. We understand that many 
of these vitally-important people do not make ends meet, and we believe that should 
change. 

We are hoping that more federal funding will be available so that Burlington High 
School - and other schools around the country - can keep putting new great foods on 
the menu while paying a fair wage to those involved. 


Burlington High School Students, March 2007 



Thanks to everyone signing for being part of Burlington’s Farm2School movement! 
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To Our Congressional Delegation 
Patrick Leahy, Bernie Sanders and Peter Welch 
Related to the 

March 12 2007 hearing on 2007 Farm Bill Opportunities 
For Vermont and the Northeast 


We are really enjoying the new foods being served at school including the 
vegetables and hummus on our salad bar, the made-to-order wraps, the home-style 
minestrone soup, the locally-made whole-grain pizza and the freshly-made granola. 

We would love to see more whole, local and fresh foods available. 

We’d also like to see farmers, bakers, and Food Service staff paid more for their 
skilled and dedicated contributions to our school’s meals. We understand that many 
of these vitally-important people do not make ends meet, and we believe that should 
change. 

We are hoping that more federal funding will be available so that Burlington High 
School - and other schools around the country - can keep putting new great foods on 
the menu while paying a fair wage to those involved. 

Burlington High School Students, March 2007 
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Thanks to everyone signing for being part of Burlington’s Farm2School movement! 
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To Our Congressional Delegation 
Patrick Leahy, Bernie Sanders and Peter Welch 
Related to the 

March 12 2007 hearing on 2007 Farm Bill Opportunities 
For Vermont and the Northeast 


Wc arc really enjoying the new foods being served at school including the 
vegetables and hummus on our salad bar, the made-to-order wraps, the home-style 
minestrone soup, the locally-made whole-grain pizza and the freshly-made granola. 

We would love to see more whole, local and fresh foods available. 

We’d also like to see farmers, bakers, and Food Service staff paid more for their 
skilled and dedicated contributions to our school’s meals. We understand that many 
of these vitally-important people do not make ends meet, and we believe that should 
change. 

We are hoping that more federal funding will be available so that Burlington High 
School - and other schools around the country — can keep putting new great foods on 
the menu while paying a fair wage to those involved. 

Burlington High School Students, March 2007 
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Thanks to everyone signing for being part of Burlington’s Farm2School movement! 
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To Our Congressional Delegation 
Patrick Leahy, Bernie Sanders and Peter Welch 
Related to the 

March 12 2007 hearing on 2007 Farm Bill Opportunities 
For Vermont and the Northeast 


We are really enjoying the new foods being served at school including the 
vegetables and hummus on our salad bar, the made-to-order wraps, the home-style 
minestrone soup, the locally-made whole-grain pizza and the freshly-made granola. 

We would love to see more whole, local and fresh foods available. 

We’d also like to see farmers, bakers, and Food Service staff paid more for their 
skilled and dedicated contributions to our school’s meals. We understand that many 
of these vitally-important people do not make ends meet, and we believe that should 
change. 

We are hoping that more federal funding will be available so that Burlington High 
School - and other schools around the country - can keep putting new great foods on 
the menu while paying a fair wage to those involved. 

Burlington High School Students, March 2007 
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Thanks to everyone signing for being part of Burlington’s Farm2Schooi movement! 
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To Our Congressional Delegation 
Patrick Leahy, Bemie Sanders and Peter Welch 
Related to the 

March 12 2007 hearing on 2007 Farm Bill Opportunities 
For Vermont and the Northeast 


We are really enjoying the new foods being served at school including the 
vegetables and hummus on our salad bar, the made-to-order wraps, the home-style 
minestrone soup, the locally-made whole-grain pizza and the freshly-made granola. 

We would love to see more whole, local and fresh foods available. 

We’d also like to see farmers, bakers, and Food Service staff paid more for their 
skilled and dedicated contributions to our school’s meals. We understand that many 
of these vitally-important people do not make ends meet, and we believe that should 
change. 

We are hoping that more federal funding will be available so that Burlington High 
School - and other schools around the country - can keep putting new great foods on 
the menu while paying a fair wage to those involved. 

Burlington High School Students, March 2007 
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Thanks to everyone signing for being part of Burlington’s Farm2School movement! 
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To Our Congressional Delegation 
Patrick Leahy, Bernie Sanders and Peter Welch 
Related to the 

March 12 2007 hearing on 2007 Farm Bill Opportunities 
For Vermont and the Northeast 


We are really enjoying the new foods being served at school including the 
vegetables and hummus on our salad bar, the made-to-order wraps, the home-style 
minestrone soup, the locally-made whole-grain pizza and the freshly-made granola. 

We would love to see more whole, local and fresh foods available. 

We’d also like to see farmers, bakers, and Food Service staff paid more for their 
skilled and dedicated contributions to our school’s meals. We understand that many 
of these vitally-important people do not make ends meet, and we believe that should 
change. 

We are hoping that more federal funding will be available so that Burlington High 
School — and other schools around the country - can keep putting new great foods on 
the menu while paying a fair wage to those involved. 

Burlington High School Students, March 2007 
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Thanks to everyone signing for being part of Burlington’s Farm2School movement! 
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To Our Congressional Delegation 
Patrick Leahy, Bernie Sanders and Peter Welch 
Related to the 

March 12 2007 hearing on 2007 Farm Bill Opportunities 
For Vermont and the Northeast 

We are really enjoying the new foods being served at school including the 
vegetables and hummus on our salad bar, the made-to-order wraps, the home-style 
minestrone soup, the locally-made whole-grain pizza and the freshly-made granola. 

We would love to see more whole, local and fresh foods available. 

We’d also like to see farmers, bakers, and Food Service staff paid more for their 
skilled and dedicated contributions to our school’s meals. We understand that many 
of these vitally-important people do not make ends meet, and we believe that should 
change. 

We are hoping that more federal funding will be available so that Burlington High 
School - and other schools around the country - can keep putting new great foods on 
the menu while paying a fair wage to those involved. 

Burlington High School Students, March 2007 


NAME CITY STATE 



Thanks to everyone signing for being part of Burlington’s Farm2School movement! 
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To Our Congressional Delegation 
Patrick Leahy, Bernie Sanders and Peter Welch 
related to the 

March 12 2007 hearing on 2007 Farm Bill Opportunities 
For Vermont and the Northeast 

Great strides are being made in Burlington’s - and Vermont’s - school food. In a few short 
years, food service staff, students, teachers, farmers and others from the community have 
dramatically increased the consumption of whole, local and fresh foods in our schools. There’s 
great momentum and excitement about continuing these changes, and hopes that eventually the 
entire school-meals program can be transformed. 

But we need increased funding for this to happen. 

We need more funds to pay nearby farmers for their delicious in-season salad greens and winter- 
time carrots. We need more funds to support local food-processors and cal zone-makers and 
bakers. We need more funds to outfit our school kitchens and cafeterias with equipment to prepare 
and serve more freshly-made, home-style dishes. And we need more funds so that food-service 
staff can be fairly compensated for their dedicated work and vital contributions to the school 
community. 

The ground-breaking Farm2School movement - here in Burlington, in Vermont, around the 
country - could not exist without the skills and spirit of all those helping to transform school 
kitchens and cafeterias. Increased funding would go a long way towards building a foundation for 
more whole, fresh and local foods to be permanently and creatively incorporated into school menus. 

This is the time for the federal government to genuinely support school-food change and the 
people - day in and day out - making dreams come true. 


Signed in March 2007 

NAME CITY STATE 

(If desired, include occupation and/or organizational affiliation) 
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This petition and any accompanying comments must be postmarked by Friday, March 16, 
2007 (additional comments must include your name, city and state and a reference to the March 12 
hearing on the “2007 Farm Bill Opportunities for Vermont and the Northeast”). Please send both 
petition and comments to: Robert Strum, Chief Clerk; US Senate Committee on Agriculture, 
Nutrition and Forestry; Room 328-A Russell Senate Office Building; Washington DC 20510-6000. 
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To Our Congressional Delegation 
Patrick Leahy , Bernie Sanders and Peter Welch 
related to the 

March 12 2007 hearing on 2007 Farm Bill Opportunities 
For Vermont and the Northeast 

Great strides are being made in Burlington’s - and Vermont’s - school food. In a few short 
years, food service staff, students, teachers, farmers and others from the community have 
dramatically increased the consumption of whole, local and fresh foods in our schools. There’s 
great momentum and excitement about continuing these changes, and hopes that eventually the 
entire school-meals program can be transformed. 

But we need increased funding for this to happen. 

We need more funds to pay nearby farmers for their delicious in-season salad greens and winter- 
time carrots. We need more funds to support local food-processors and calzone-makers and 
bakers. We need more funds to outfit our school kitchens and cafeterias with equipment to prepare 
and serve more freshly-made, home-style dishes. And we need more funds so that food-service 
staff can be fairly compensated for their dedicated work and vital contributions to the school 
community. 

The ground-breaking Farm2School movement - here in Burlington, in Vermont, around the 
country - could not exist without the skills and spirit of all those helping to transform school 
kitchens and cafeterias. Increased funding would go a long way towards building a foundation for 
more whole, fresh and local foods to be permanently and creatively incorporated into school menus. 

This is the time for the federal government to genuinely support school-food change and the 
people - day in and day out — making dreams come true. 


Signed in March 2007 

NAME CITY STATE 

(If desired, include occupation and/or organizational affiliation) 



This petition and any accompanying comments must be postmarked by Friday, March 16, 
2007 (additional comments must include your name, city and state and a reference to the March 12 
hearing on the “2007 Farm Bill Opportunities for Vermont and the Northeast.”). Please send both 
petition and comments to: Robert Strum, Chief Clerk; US Senate Committee on Agriculture, 
Nutrition and Forestry; Room 328-A Russell Senate Office Building; Washington DC 20510-6000. 
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To Our Congressional Delegation 
Patrick Leahy, Bernie Sanders and Peter Welch 
related to the 

March 12 2007 hearing on 2007 Farm Bill Opportunities 
For Vermont and the Northeast 

Great strides are being made in Burlington’s - and Vermont’s - school food. In a few short 
years, food service staff, students, teachers, farmers and others from the community have 
dramatically increased the consumption of whole, local and fresh foods in our schools. There’s 
great momentum and excitement about continuing these changes, and hopes that eventually the 
entire school-meals program can be transformed. 

But we need increased funding for this to happen. 

We need more funds to pay nearby farmers for their delicious in-season salad greens and winter- 
time carrots. We need more funds to support local food-processors and calzone-makers and 
bakers. We need more funds to outfit our school kitchens and cafeterias with equipment to prepare 
and serve more freshly-made, home-style dishes. And we need more funds so that food-service 
staff can be fairly compensated for their dedicated work and vital contributions to the school 
community. 

The ground-breaking Farm2School movement - here in Burlington, in Vermont, around the 
country - could not exist without the skills and spirit of all those helping to transform school 
kitchens and cafeterias. Increased funding would go a long way towards building a foundation for 
more whole, fresh and local foods to be permanently and creatively incorporated into school menus. 

This is the time for the federal government to genuinely support school-food change and the 
people - day in and day out - making dreams come true. 

Signed in March 2007 


NAME CITY 

(If desired, include occupation and/or organizational affiliation) 
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This petition and any accompanying comments must be postmarked by Friday, March 16, 
2007 (additional comments must include your name, city and state and a reference to the March 12 
hearing on the “2007 Farm Bill Opportunities for Vermont and the Northeast.”). Please send both 
petition and comments to: Robert Strum, Chief Clerk; US Senate Committee on Agriculture, 
Nutrition and Forestry; Room 328-A Russell Senate Office Building; Washington DC 20510-6000. 
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To Our Congressional Delegation 
Patrick Deahy, Bernie Sanders and Peter Welch 
related to the 

March 12 2007 hearing on 2007 Farm Bill Opportunities 
For Vermont and the Northeast 

Great strides are being made in Burlington’s - and Vermont’s - school food. In a few short 
years, food service staff, students, teachers, farmers and others from the community have 
dramatically increased the consumption of whole, local and fresh foods in our schools. There’s 
great momentum and excitement about continuing these changes, and hopes that eventually the 
entire school-meals program can be transformed. 

But we need increased funding for this to happen. 

We need more funds to pay nearby farmers for their delicious in-season salad greens and winter- 
time carrots. We need more funds to support local food-processors and calzone-makers and 
bakers. We need more funds to outfit our school kitchens and cafeterias with equipment to prepare 
and serve more freshly-made, home-style dishes. And we need more funds so that food-service 
staff can be fairly compensated for their dedicated work and vital contributions to the school 
community. 

The ground-breaking Farm2School movement - here in Burlington, in Vermont, around the 
country - could not exist without the skills and spirit of all those helping to transform school 
kitchens and cafeterias. Increased funding would go a long way towards building a foundation for 
more whole, fresh and local foods to be permanently and creatively incorporated into school menus. 

This is the time for the federal government to genuinely support school-food change and the 
people - day in and day out - making dreams come true. 

Signed in March 2007 

NAME CITY STATE 



This petition and any accompanying comments must be postmarked by Friday, March 16, 
2007 (additional comments must include your name, city and state and a reference to the March 12 
hearing on the “2007 Farm Bill Opportunities for Vermont and the Northeast.”). Please send both 
petition and comments to: Robert Strum, Chief Clerk; US Senate Committee on Agriculture, 
Nutrition and Forestry; Room 328-A Russell Senate Office Building; Washington DC 20510-6000. 
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To Our Congressional Delegation 
Patrick Leahy, Bernie Sanders and Peter Welch 
related to the 

March 12 2007 hearing on 2007 Farm Bill Opportunities 
For Vermont and the Northeast 


Great strides are being made in Burlington’s - and Vermont’s — school food. In a few short 
years, food service staff, students, teachers, fanners and others from the community have 
dramatically increased the consumption of whole, local and fresh foods in our schools. There’s 
great momentum and excitement about continuing these changes, and hopes that eventually the 
entire school-meals program can be transformed. 

But we need increased funding for this to happen. 

We need more funds to pay nearby farmers for their delicious in-season salad greens and winter- 
time carrots. We need more funds to support local food-processors and cal zone-makers and 
bakers. We need more funds to outfit our school kitchens and cafeterias with equipment to prepare 
and serve more freshly-made, home-style dishes. And we need more funds so that food-service 
staff can be fairly compensated for their dedicated work and vital contributions to the school 
community. 

The ground-breaking Farm2Schooi movement - here in Burlington, in Vermont, around the 
country - could not exist without the skills and spirit of all those helping to transform school 
kitchens and cafeterias. Increased funding would go a long way towards building a foundation for 
more whole, fresh and local foods to be permanently and creatively incorporated into school menus. 

This is the time for the federal government to genuinely support school-food change and the 
people - day in and day out — making dreams come true. 


Signed in March 2007 

NAME CITY 

(If desired, include occupation and/or organizational affiliation) 
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his petition and any accompanying comments must be postmarked by Friday, March 16, 
2007 (additional comments must include your name, city and state and a reference to the March 12 
hearing on the “2007 Farm Bill Opportunities for Vermont and the Northeast”). Please send both 
petition and comments to: Robert Strum, Chief Clerk; US Senate Committee on Agriculture, 
Nutrition and Forestry; Room 328-A Russell Senate Office Building; Washington DC 20510-6000. 



135 


To Our Congressional Delegation 
Patrick Leahy , Bernie Sanders and Peter Welch 
related to the 

March 12 2007 hearing on 2007 Farm Bill Opportunities 
For Vermont and the Northeast 


Great strides are being made in Burlington’s - and Vermont’s - school food. In a few short 
years, food service staff, students, teachers, farmers and others from the community have 
dramatically increased the consumption of whole, local and fresh foods in our schools. There’s 
great momentum and excitement about continuing these changes, and hopes that eventually the 
entire school-meals program can be transformed. 

But we need increased funding for this to happen. 

We need more funds to pay nearby farmers for their delicious in-season salad greens and winter- 
time carrots. We need more funds to support local food-processors and calzone-makers and 
bakers. We need more funds to outfit our school kitchens and cafeterias with equipment to prepare 
and serve more freshly-made, home-style dishes. And we need more funds so that food-service 
staff can be fairly compensated for their dedicated work and vital contributions to the school 
community. 

The ground-breaking Farm2Schooi movement - here in Burlington, in Vermont, around the 
country - could not exist without the skills and spirit of all those helping to transform school 
kitchens and cafeterias. Increased funding would go a long way towards building a foundation for 
more whole, fresh and local foods to be permanently and creatively incorporated into school menus. 


This is the time for the federal government to genuinely support schooi-food change and the 
people - day in and day out - making dreams come true. 


Signed in March 2007 

NAME CITY STATE 

(If desired, include occupation and/or organizational affiliation) 
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This petition and any accompanying comments must be postmarked by Friday, March 16, 
2007 (additional comments must include your name, city and state and a reference to the March 12 
hearing on the “2007 Farm Bill Opportunities for Vermont and the Northeast.”). Please send both 
petition and comments to: Robert Strum, Chief Clerk; US Senate Committee on Agriculture, 
Nutrition and Forestry; Room 328-A Russell Senate Office Building; Washington DC 20510-6000. 
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To Our Congressional Delegation 
Patrick Leahy, Bernie Sanders and Peter Welch 
related to the 

March 12 2007 hearing on 2007 Farm Bill Opportunities 
For Vermont and the Northeast 

Great strides are being made in Burlington’s - and Vermont’s - school food. In a few short 
years, food service staff, students, teachers, farmers and others from the community have 
dramatically increased the consumption of whole, local and fresh foods in our schools. There’s 
great momentum and excitement about continuing these changes, and hopes that eventually the 
. entire school-meals program can be transformed. 

But we need increased funding for this to happen. 

We need more funds to pay nearby farmers for their delicious in-season salad greens and winter- 
time carrots. We need more funds to support local food-processors and calzone-makers and 
bakers. We need more funds to outfit our school kitchens and cafeterias with equipment to prepare 
and serve more freshly-made, home-style dishes. And we need more funds so that food-service 
staff can be fairly compensated for their dedicated work and vital contributions to the school 
community. 

The ground-breaking Farm2School movement - here in Burlington, in Vermont, around the 
country - could not exist without the skills and spirit of all those helping to transform school 
kitchens and cafeterias. Increased funding would go a long way towards building a foundation for 
more whole, fresh and local foods to be permanently and creatively incorporated into school menus. 

This is the time for the federal government to genuinely support school-food change and the 
people - day in and day out - making dreams come true. 


Signed in March 2007 

NAME CITY 

(If desired, include occupation and/or organizational affiliation) 
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This petition and any accompanying comments must be postmarked by Friday, March 16, 
2007 (additional comments must include your name, city and state and a reference to the March 12 
hearing on the “2007 Farm Bill Opportunities for Vermont and the Northeast.”). Please send both 
petition and comments to: Robert Strum, Chief Clerk; US Senate Committee on Agriculture, 
Nutrition and Forestry; Room 328-A Russell Senate Office Building; Washington DC 20510-6000. 
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To Our Congressional Delegation 
Patrick Leahy, Bernie Sanders and Peter Welch 
related to the 

March 12 2007 hearing on 2007 Farm Bill Opportunities 
For Vermont and the Northeast 

Great strides are being made in Burlington’s - and Vermont’s - school food. In a few short 
years, food service staff, students, teachers, fanners and others from the community have 
dramatically increased the consumption of whole, local and fresh foods in our schools. There’s 
great momentum and excitement about continuing these changes, and hopes that eventually the 
entire school-meals program can be transformed. 

But we need increased funding for this to happen. 

We need more funds to pay nearby farmers for their delicious in-season salad greens and winter- 
time carrots. We need more ftrnds to support local food-processors and calzone-makers and 
bakers. We need more funds to outfit our school kitchens and cafeterias with equipment to prepare 
and serve more freshly-made, home-style dishes. And we need more funds so that food-service 
staff can be fairly compensated for their dedicated work and vital contributions to the school 
community. 

The ground-breaking Farm2School movement - here in Burlington, in Vermont, around the 
country - could not exist without the skills and spirit of all those helping to transform school 
kitchens and cafeterias. Increased funding would go a long way towards building a foundation for 
more whole, fresh and local foods to be permanently and creatively incorporated into school menus. 

This is the time for the federal government to genuinely support school-food change and the 
people - day in and day out - making dreams come true. 

Signed in March 2007 

NAME CITY STATE 

(If desired, include occupation and/or organizational affiliation) 



This petition and any accompanying comments must be postmarked by Friday, Warch 16, 
2007 (additional comments must include your name, city and state and a reference to the March 12 
hearing on the “2007 Farm Bill Opportunities for Vermont and the Northeast.”). Please send both 
petition and comments to: Robert Strum, Chief Clerk; US Senate Committee on Agriculture, 
Nutrition and Forestry; Room 328-A Russell Senate Office Building; Washington DC 20510-6000. 
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To Our Congressional Delegation 
Patrick Leahy, Bernie Sanders and Peter Welch 
related to the 

March 12 2007 hearing on 2007 Farm Bill Opportunities 
For Vermont and the Northeast 

Great strides are being made in Burlington’s - and Vermont’s - school food. In a few short 
years, food service staff, students, teachers, farmers and others from the community have 
dramatically increased the consumption of whole, local and fresh foods in our schools. There’s 
great momentum and excitement about continuing these changes, and hopes that eventually the 
entire school-meals program can be transformed. 

But we need increased fhnding for this to happen. 

We need more funds to pay nearby farmers for their delicious in-season salad greens and winter- 
time carrots. We need more funds to support local food-processors and cal zone-makers and 
bakers. We need more funds to outfit our school kitchens and cafeterias with equipment to prepare 
and serve more freshly-made, home-style dishes. And we need more funds so that food-service 
staff can be fairly compensated for their dedicated work and vital contributions to the school 
community. 

The ground-breaking Farm2SchooI movement - here in Burlington, in Vermont, around the 
country - could not exist without the skills and spirit of all those helping to transform school 
kitchens and cafeterias. Increased funding would go a long way towards building a foundation for 
more whole, fresh and local foods to be permanently and creatively incorporated into school menus. 

This is the time for the federal government to genuinely support school-food change and the 
people - day in and day out - making dreams come true. 


Signed in March 2007 

NAME CITY STATE 

(If desired, include occupation and/or organizational affiliation) 



This petition and any accompanying comments must be postmarked by Friday, March 16, 
2007 (additional comments must include your name, city and state and a reference to the March 12 
hearing on the “2007 Farm Bill Opportunities for Vermont and the Northeast”). Please send both 
petition and comments to: Robert Strum, Chief Clerk; US Senate Committee on Agriculture, 
Nutrition and Forestry; Room 328-A Russell Senate Office Building; Washington DC 20510-6000. 
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To Our Congressional Delegation 
Patrick Leahy, Bernie Sanders and Peter Welch 
related to the 

March 12 2007 hearing on 2007 Farm Bill Opportunities 
For Vermont and the Northeast 

Great strides are being made in Burlington’s - and Vermont’s - school food. In a few short 
years, food service staff, students, teachers, farmers and others from the community have 
dramatically increased the consumption of whole, local and fresh foods in our schools. There’s 
great momentum and excitement about continuing these changes, and hopes that eventually the 
entire school-meals program can be transformed. 

But we need increased funding for this to happen. 

We need more funds to pay nearby farmers for their delicious in-season salad greens and winter- 
time carrots. We need more funds to support local food-processors and calzone-makers and 
bakers. We need more funds to outfit our school kitchens and cafeterias with equipment to prepare 
and serve more freshly-made, home-style dishes. And we need more funds so that food-service 
staff can be fairly compensated for their dedicated work and vital contributions to the school 
community. 

The ground-breaking Farm2School movement - here in Burlington, in Vermont, around the 
country - could not exist without the skills and spirit of all those helping to transform school 
kitchens and cafeterias. Increased funding would go a long way towards building a foundation for 
more whole, fresh and local foods to be permanently and creatively incorporated into school menus. 

This is the time for the federal government to genuinely support school-food change and the 
people - day in and day out - making dreams come true. 


Signed in March 2007 


NAME CITY STATE 

(If desired, include occupation and/or organizational affiliation) 
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This petition and any accompanying comments must be postmarked by Friday, March 16, 
2007 (additional comments must include your name, city and state and a reference to the March 12 
hearing on the “2007 Farm Bill Opportunities for Vermont and the Northeast.”). Please send both 
petition and comments to: Robert Strum, Chief Clerk; US Senate Committee on Agriculture, 
Nutrition and Forestry; Room 328-A Russell Senate Office Building; Washington DC 20510-6000. 
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To Our Congressional Delegation 
Patrick Leahy, Bernie Sanders and Peter Welch 
related to the 

March 12 2007 hearing on 2007 Farm Bill Opportunities 
For Vermont and the Northeast 

Great strides are being made in Burlington’s - and Vermont’s - school food. In a few short 
years, food service staff, students, teachers, farmers and others from the community have 
dramatically increased the consumption of whole, local and fresh foods in our schools. There’s 
great momentum and excitement about continuing these changes, and hopes that eventually the 
entire school-meals program can be transformed. 

But we need increased funding for this to happen. 

We need more funds to pay nearby farmers for their delicious in-season salad greens and winter- 
time carrots. We need more funds to support local food-processors and calzone-makers and 
bakers. We need more funds to outfit our school kitchens and cafeterias with equipment to prepare 
and serve more freshly-made, home-style dishes. And we need more funds so that food-service 
staff can be fairly compensated for their dedicated work and vital contributions to the school 
community. 

The ground-breaking Farm2Schoo! movement - here in Burlington, in Vermont, around the 
country - could not exist without the skills and spirit of all those helping to transform school 
kitchens and cafeterias. Increased funding would go a iong way towards building a foundation for 
more whole, fresh and local foods to be permanently and creatively incorporated into school menus. 

This is the time for the federal government to genuinely support school-food change and the 
people - day in and day out - making dreams come true. 

Signed in March 2007 

NAME CITY STATE 

(If desired, include occupation and/or organizational affiliation) 
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This petition and any accompanying comments must be postmarked by Friday, March 16, 
2007 (additional comments must include your name, city and state and a reference to the March 12 
hearing on the “2007 Farm Bill Opportunities for Vermont and the Northeast.”). Please send both 
petition and comments to: Robert Strum, Chief Clerk; US Senate Committee on Agriculture, 
Nutrition and Forestry; Room 328-A Russell Senate Office Building; Washington DC 20510-6000. 
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To Our Congressional Delegation 
Patrick Leahy, Bemie Sanders and Peter Welch 
related to the 

March 12 2007 hearing on 2007 Farm Bill Opportunities 
For Vermont and the Northeast 

Great strides are being made in Burlington’s - and Vermont’s - school food. In a few short 
years, food service staff, students, teachers, farmers and others from the community have 
dramatically increased the consumption of whole, local and fresh foods in our schools. There’s 
great momentum and excitement about continuing these changes, and hopes that eventually the 
entire school-meals program can be transformed. 

But we need increased funding for this to happen. 

We need more funds to pay nearby farmers for their delicious in-season salad greens and winter- 
time carrots. We need more funds to support local food-processors and calzone-makers and 
bakers. We need more funds to outfit our school kitchens and cafeterias with equipment to prepare 
and serve more freshly-made, home-style dishes. A nd we need more funds so that food-servic e 
staff can be fairly compensated for their dedicated work and vital c ontributions to the school 
communjfyr 

The ground-breaking Farm2Scbool movement - here in Burlington, in Vermont, around the 
country — could not exist without the skills and spirit of all those helping to transform school 
kitchens and cafeterias. Increased funding would go a long way towards building a foundation for 
more whole, fresh and local foods to be permanently and creatively incorporated into school menus, 

This is the time for the federal government to genuinely support school-food change and the 
people — day in and day out — making dreams come true. 


Signed in March 2007 

NAME CITY STATE 

(If desired, include occupation and/or organizational affiliation) 
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This petition and any accompanying comments must be postmarked by Friday, March J6, 
2007 (additional comments must include your name, city and state and a reference to the March 12 
hearing on the “2007 Farm Bill Opportunities for Vermont and the Northeast.”). Please send both 
petition and comments to: Robert Strum, Chief Clerk; US Senate Committee on Agriculture, 

. Nutrition and Forestry; Room 328-A Russell Senate Office Building; Washington DC 20510-6000. 
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To Our Congressional Delegation 
Patrick Leahy, Bernie Sanders and Peter Welch 
related -to the 

March 12 2007 hearing on 2007 Farm Bill Opportunities 
For Vermont and the Northeast 

Great strides are being made in Burlington’s - and Vermont’s - school food. In a few short 
years, food service staff, students, teachers, farmers and others from the community have 
dramatically increased the consumption of whole, local and fresh foods in our schools. There’s 
great momentum and excitement about continuing these changes, and hopes that eventually the 
entire school-meals program can be transformed. 

But we need increased funding for this to happen. 

We need more funds to. pay nearby farmers for their delicious in-season salad greens and winter- 
time carrots. We need more funds to support local food-processors and calzone-makers and 
bakers. We need more funds to outfit our school kitchens and cafeterias with equipment to prepare 
and serve more freshly-made, home-style dishes. And we need more funds so that food-service 
staff can be fairly compensated for their dedicated work and vital contributions to the school 
community. 

The ground-breaking Farm2SchooI movement - here in Burlington, in Vermont, arouhd the 
country - could not exist without the skills and spirit of all those helping to transform school 
kitchens and cafeterias. Increased funding would go a long way towards building a foundation for 
more whole, fresh and local foods to be permanently and creatively incorporated into school menus. 

This is the time for the federal government to genuinely support school-food change and the 
people - day in and day out - making dreams come true. 


Signed in March 2007 

NAME CITY STATE 

(If desired, include occupation and/or organizational affiliation) 



This petittmi and any accompanying comments musWe postmarked by Friday, March 16, 
2007 (additional comments must include your name, city and state and a reference to the March 12 
hearing on the “2007 Farm Bill Opportunities for Vermont and the Northeast.”). Please send both 
petition and comments to: Robert Strum, Chief Clerk: US Senate Committee on Agriculture, 
Nutrition and Forestry; Room 328-A Russell Senate Office Building; Washington DC 20510-6000. 
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To Our Congressional Delegation 
Patrick .Leahy , Bernie Sanders and Peter Welch 
related to the 

March 12 2007 hearing on 2007 Farm Bill Opportunities 
For Vermont and the Northeast 

Great strides are being made in Burlington’s - and Vermont’s - school food. In a few short 
years, food service staff, students, teachers, farmers and others from the community have 
dramatically increased the consumption of whole, local and fresh foods in our schools. There’s 
great momentum and excitement about continuing these changes, and hopes that eventually the 
entire school-meals program can be transformed. 

But we need increased funding for this to happen. 

We need more funds to pay nearby farmers for their delicious in-season salad greens and winter- 
time carrots. We need more funds to support local food-processors and calzone-makers and 
bakers. We need more funds to outfit our school kitchens and cafeterias with equipment to prepare 
and serve more freshly-made, home-style dishes. And we need more funds so that food-service 
staff can be fairly compensated for their dedicated work and vital contributions to the school 
community. 

The ground-breaking Farm2School movement - here in Burlington, in Vermont, around the 
country - could not exist without the skills and spirit of all those helping to transform school 
kitchens and cafeterias. Increased funding would go a long way towards building a foundation for 
more whole, fresh and local foods to be permanently and creatively incorporated into school menus. 

This is the time for the federal government to genuinely support school-food change and the 
people - day in and day out - making dreams come true. 

Signed in March 2007 

name city state 

(If desired, include occupation and/or organizational affiliation) 



This petition and any accompanying comments must be postmarked by Friday, March 16, 
2007 (additional comments must include your name, city and state and a reference to the March 12 
hearing on the “2007 Farm Bill Opportunities for Vermont and the Northeast.”). Please send both 
petition and comments to: Robert Strum, Chief Clerk; US Senate Committee on Agriculture, 
Nutrition and Forestry; Room 328-A Russell Senate Office Building; Washington DC 20510-6000. 
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To Our Congressional Delegation 
Patrick Leahy, Bernie Sanders and Peter Welch 
related to the 

March 12 2007 hearing on 2007 Farm Bill Opportunities 
For Vermont and the Northeast 


Great strides are being made in Burlington’s - and Vermont’s - school food. In a few short 
years, food service staff, students, teachers, farmers and others from the community have 
dramatically increased the consumption of whole, local and fresh foods in our schools. There’s 
great momentum and excitement about continuing these changes, and hopes that eventually the 
entire school-meals program can be transformed. 

But we need increased funding for this to happen. 

We need more funds to pay nearby farmers for their delicious in-season salad greens and winter- 
time carrots. We need more funds to support local food-processors and calzone-makers and 
bakers. We need more funds to outfit our school kitchens and cafeterias with equipment to prepare 
and serve more freshly-made, home-style dishes. And we need more funds so that food-service 
staff can be fairly compensated for their dedicated work and vital contributions to the school 
community. 

The ground-breaking Farm2School movement - here in Burlington, in Vermont, around the 
country - could not exist without the skills and spirit of all those helping to transform school 
kitchens and cafeterias. Increased funding would go a long way towards building a foundation for 
more whole, fresh and local foods to be permanently and creatively incorporated into school menus. 

This is the time for the federal government to genuinely support school-food change and the 
people - day in and day out - making dreams come true. 


Signed in March 2007 


NAME 
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This petition and any accompanying comments must be postmarked by Friday, March 16, 
2007 (additional comments must include your name, city and state and a reference to the March 12 
hearing on the “2007 Farm Bill Opportunities for Vermont and the Northeast.”). Please send both 
petition and comments to: Robert Strum, Chief Clerk; US Senate Committee on Agriculture, 
Nutrition and Forestry; Room 328-A Russell Senate Office Building; Washington DC 20510-6000. 
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To Our Congressional Delegation 
Patrick .Leahy, Bernie Sanders and Peter Welch 
related to the 

March 12 2007 hearing on 2007 Farm Bill Opportunities 
For Vermont and the Northeast 

Great strides are being made in Burlington’s - and Vermont’s - school food. In a few short 
years, food service staff, students, teachers, farmers and others from the community have 
dramatically increased the consumption of whole, local and fresh foods in our schools. There’s 
great momentum and excitement about continuing these changes, and hopes that eventually the 
entire school-meals program can be transformed. 

But we need increased funding for this to happen. 

We need more funds to pay nearby farmers for their delicious in-season salad greens and winter- 
time carrots. We need more funds to support local food-processors and calzone-makers and 
bakers. We need more funds to outfit our school kitchens and cafeterias with equipment to prepare 
and serve more freshly-made, home-style dishes. And we need more funds so that food-service 
staff can be fairly compensated for their dedicated work and vital contributions to the school 
community. 

The ground-breaking Fann2School movement - here in Burlington, in Vermont, around the 
country - could not exist without the skills and spirit of all those helping to transform school 
kitchens and cafeterias. Increased funding would go a long way towards building a foundation for 
more whole, fresh and local foods to be permanently and creatively incorporated into school menus. 

This is the time for the federal government to genuinely support school-food change and the 
people - day in and day out - making dreams come true. 


Signed in March 2007 

NAME CITY STATE 

(If desired, include occupation and/or organizational affiliation) 



This petition and any accompanying comments must be postmarked by Friday, March 16, 
2007 (additional comments must include your name, city and state and a reference to the March 12 
hearing on the “2007 Farm Bill Opportunities for Vermont and the Northeast.”). Please send both 
petition and comments to: Robert Strum, Chief Clerk; US Senate Committee on Agriculture, 
Nutrition and Forestry; Room 328-A Russell Senate Office Building; Washington DC 20510-6000. 
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To Our Congressional Delegation 
Patrick Leahy, Bernie Sanders and Peter Welch 
related to the 

March 12 2007 hearing on 2007 Farm Bill Opportunities 
For Vermont and the Northeast 


Great strides are being made in Burlington’s - and Vermont’s - school food. In a few short 
years, food service staff, students, teachers, farmers and others from the community have 
dramatically increased the consumption of whole, local and fresh foods in our schools. There’s 
great momentum and excitement about continuing these changes, and hopes that eventually the 
entire school-meals program can be transformed. 

But we need increased funding for this to happen. 

We need more funds to pay nearby farmers for their delicious in-season salad greens and winter- 
time carrots. We need more funds to support local food-processors and calzone-makers and 
bakers. We need more funds to outfit our school kitchens and cafeterias with equipment to prepare 
and serve more freshly-made, home-style dishes. And we need more funds so that food-service 
staff can be fairly compensated for their dedicated work and vital contributions to the school 
community. 

The ground-breaking Farm2School movement - here in Burlington, in Vermont, around the 
country - could not exist without the skills and spirit of all those helping to transform school 
kitchens and cafeterias. Increased funding would go a long way towards building a foundation for 
more whole, fresh and local foods to be permanently and creatively incorporated into school menus. 


This is the time for the federal government to genuinely support school-food change and the 
people - day in and day out - making dreams come true. 


Signed in March 2007 


NAME CITY STATE 

(If desired, include occupation and/or organizational affiliation) 
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This petition and any accompanying comments must be postmarked by Friday, March 16, 
2007 (additional comments must include your name, city and state and a reference to the March 12 
hearing on the “2007 Farm Bill Opportunities for Vermont and the Northeast.”). Please send both 
petition and comments to: Robert Strum, Chief Clerk; US Senate Committee on Agriculture, 
Nutrition and Forestry; Room 328-A Russell Senate Office Building; Washington DC 20510-6000. 
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To Our Congressional Delegation 
Patrick Leahy, Bernie Sanders and Peter Welch 
related to the 

March 12 2007 hearing on 2007 Farm Bill Opportunities 
For Vermont and the Northeast 

Great strides are being made in Burlington’s - and Vermont’s - school food. In a few short 
years, food service staff, students, teachers, fanners and others from the community have 
dramatically increased the consumption of whole, local and fresh foods in our schools. There’s 
great momentum and excitement about continuing these changes, and hopes that eventually the 
entire school-meals program can be transformed. 

But we need increased funding for this to happen. 

We need more funds to pay nearby farmers for their delicious in-season salad greens and winter- 
time carrots. We need more funds to support local food-processors and calzone-makers and 
bakers. We need more funds to outfit our school kitchens and cafeterias with equipment to prepare 
and serve more freshly-made, home-style dishes. And we need more funds so that food-service 
staff can be fairly compensated for their dedicated work and vital contributions to the school 
community. 

The ground-breaking Farm2School movement - here in Burlington, in Vermont, around the 
country — could not exist without the skills and spirit of all those helping to transform school 
kitchens and cafeterias. Increased funding would go a long way towards building a foundation for 
more whole, fresh and local foods to be permanently and creatively incorporated into school menus. 

This is the time for the federal government to genuinely support school-food change and the 
people - day in and day out - making dreams come true. 


Signed in March 2007 

name city state 

(If desired, include occupation and/or organizational affiliation) 



This petition and any accompanying comments must be postmarked by Friday, March 16, 
2007 (additional comments must include your name, city and state and a reference to the March 12 
hearing on the “2007 Farm Bill Opportunities for Vermont and the Northeast.”). Please send both 
petition and comments to: Robert Strum, Chief Clerk; US Senate Committee on Agriculture, 
Nutrition and Forestry; Room 328-A Russell Senate Office Building; Washington DC 20510-6000. 
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To Our Congressional Delegation 
Patrick Leahy, Bernie Sanders and Peter Welch 
related to the 

March 12 2007 hearing on 2007 Farm Bill Opportunities 
For Vermont and the Northeast 


Great strides are being made in Burlington’s - and Vermont’s - school food. In a few short 
years, food service staff, students, teachers, fanners and others from the community have 
dramatically increased the consumption of whole, local and fresh foods in our schools. There’s 
great momentum and excitement about continuing these changes, and hopes that eventually the 
entire school-meals program can be transformed. 

But we need increased funding for this to happen. 

We need more funds to pay nearby farmers for their delicious in-season salad greens and winter- 
time carrots. We need more funds to support local food-processors and calzone-makers and 
bakers. We need more funds to outfit our school kitchens and cafeterias with equipment to prepare 
and serve more freshly-made, home-style dishes. And we need more funds so that food-service 
staff can be fairly compensated for their dedicated work and vital contributions to the school 
community. 

The ground-breaking Farm2School movement - here in Burlington, in Vermont, around the 
country - could not exist without the skills and spirit of all those helping to transform school 
kitchens and cafeterias. Increased funding would go a tong way towards building a foundation for 
more whole, fresh and local foods to be permanently and creatively incorporated into school menus. 

This is the time for the federal government to genuinely support school-food change and the 
people - day in and day out - making dreams come true. 

Signed in March 2007 

NAME CITY STATE 

(If desired, include occupation and/or organizational affiliation) 
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This petition and any accompanying comments must be postmarked by Friday, March 16, 
2007 (additional comments must include your name, city and state and a reference to the March 12 
hearing on the “2007 Farm Bill Opportunities for Vermont and the Northeast.”). Please send both 
petition and comments to: Robert Strum, Chief Clerk; US Senate Committee on Agriculture, 
Nutrition and Forestry; Room 328-A Russell Senate Office Building; Washington DC 20510-6000. 
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To Our Congressional Delegation 
Patrick Leahy, Bernie Sanders and Peter Welch 
related to the 

March 12 2007 hearing on 2007 Farm Bill Opportunities 
For Vermont and the Northeast 

Great strides are being made in Burlington’s - and Vermont’s - school food. In a few short 
years, food service staff, students, teachers, fanners and others from the community have 
dramatically increased the consumption of whole, local and fresh foods in our schools. There’s 
great momentum and excitement about continuing these changes, and hopes that eventually the 
entire school-meals program can be transformed. 

But we need increased funding for this to happen. 

We need more funds to pay nearby farmers for their delicious in-season salad greens and winter- 
time carrots. We need more funds to support local food-processors and ealzone-makers and 
bakers. We need more funds to outfit our school kitchens and cafeterias with equipment to prepare 
and serve more freshly-made, home-style dishes. And we need more funds so that food-service 
staff can be fairly compensated for their dedicated work and vital contributions to the school 
community. 

The ground-breaking Farm2School movement - here in Burlington, in Vermont, around the 
country - could not exist without the skills and spirit of all those helping to transform school 
kitchens and cafeterias. Increased funding would go a long way towards building a foundation for 
more whole, fresh and local foods to be permanently and creatively incorporated into school menus. 

This is the time for the federal government to genuinely support school-food change and the 
people - day in and day out - making dreams come true. 

Signed in March 2007 



This petition and any accompanying comments must be postmarked by Friday, March 16, 
2007 (additional comments must include your name, city and state and a reference to the March 12 
hearing on the “2007 Farm Bill Opportunities for Vermont and the Northeast.”). Please send both 
petition and comments to: Robert Strum, Chief Clerk; US Senate Committee on Agriculture, 
Nutrition and Forestry; Room 328-A Russell Senate Office Building; Washington DC 20510-6000. 
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To Our Congressional Delegation 
Patrick Leahy, Bernie Sanders and Peter Welch 
related to the 

March 12 2007 hearing on 2007 Farm Bill Opportunities 
For Vermont and the Northeast 

Great strides are being made in Burlington’s - and Vermont’s - school food. In a few short 
years, food service staff, students, teachers, fanners and others from the community have 
dramatically increased the consumption of whole, local and fresh foods in our schools. There’s 
great momentum and excitement about continuing these changes, and hopes that eventually the 
entire school-meals program can be transformed. 

But we need increased funding for this to happen. 

We need more funds to pay nearby fanners for their delicious in-season salad greens and winter- 
time carrots. We need more funds to support local food-processors and calzone-makers and 
bakers. We need more funds to outfit our school kitchens and cafeterias with equipment to prepare 
and serve more freshly-made, home-style dishes. And we need more funds so that food-service 
staff can be fairly compensated for their dedicated work and vital contributions to the school 
community. 

The ground-breaking Farm2School movement - here in Burlington, in Vermont, around the 
country - could not exist without the skills and spirit of all those helping to transform school 
kitchens and cafeterias. Increased funding would go a long way towards building a foundation for 
more whole, fresh and local foods to be permanently and creatively incorporated into school menus. 

This is the time for the federal government to genuinely support school-food change and the 
people - day in and day out - making dreams come true. 


Signed in March 2007 

NAME CITY STATE 

(If desired, include occupation and/or organizational affiliation) 
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This petition and any accompanying comments must be postmarked by Friday, March 16, 
2007 (additional comments must include your name, city and state and a reference to the March 12 
hearing on the “2007 Farm Bill Opportunities for Vermont and the Northeast.”). Please send both 
petition and comments to: Robert Strum, Chief Clerk; US Senate Committee on Agriculture, 
Nutrition and Forestry; Room 328-A Russell Senate Office Building; Washington DC 20510-6000. 
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To Our Congressional Delegation 
Patrick Leahy, Bernie Sanders and Peter Welch 
related to the 

March 12 2007 hearing on 2007 Farm Bill Opportunities 
For Vermont and the Northeast 


Great strides are being made in Burlington’s - and Vermont’s - school food. In a few short 
years, food service staff, students, teachers, farmers and others from the community have 
dramatically increased the consumption of whole, local and fresh foods in our schools. There’s 
great momentum and excitement about continuing these changes, and hopes that eventually the 
entire school-meals program can be transformed. 

But we need increased funding for this to happen. 

We need more funds to pay nearby farmers for their delicious in-season salad greens and winter- 
time carrots. We need more funds to support local food-processors and calzone-makers and 
bakers. We need more funds to outfit our school kitchens and cafeterias with equipment to prepare 
and serve more freshly-made, home-style dishes. And we need more funds so that food-service 
staff can be fairly compensated for their dedicated work and vital contributions to the school 
community. 

The ground-breaking Farm2School movement - here in Burlington, in Vermont, around the 
country - could not exist without the skills and spirit of all those helping to transform school 
kitchens and cafeterias. Increased funding would go a long way towards building a foundation for 
more whole, fresh and local foods to be permanently and creatively incorporated into school menus. 

This is the time for the federal government to genuinely support school-food change and the 
people - day in and day out - making dreams come true. 

Signed in March 2007 

NAME CITY STATE 

(If desired, include occupation and/or organizational affiliation) 
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2007 (additional comments must include your name, city and state and a reference to the March 1 2 
hearing on the “2007 Farm Bill Opportunities for Vermont and the Northeast.”). Please send both 
petition and comments to: Robert Strum, Chief Clerk; US Senate Committee on Agriculture, 
Nutrition and Forestry; Room 328-A Russell Senate Office Building; Washington DC 20510-6000. 
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To Our Congressional Delegation 
Patrick Leahy, Bernie Sanders and Peter Welch 
related to the 

March 12 2007 hearing on 2007 Farm Bill Opportunities 
For Vermont and the Northeast 

Great strides are being made in Burlington’s - and Vermont’s - school food. In a few short 
years, food service staff, students, teachers, farmers and others from the community have 
dramatically increased the consumption of whole, local and fresh foods in our schools. There’s 
great momentum and excitement about continuing these changes, and hopes that eventually the 
entire school-meals program can be transformed. 

But we need increased funding for this to happen. 

We need more funds to pay nearby farmers for their delicious in-season salad greens and winter- 
time carrots. We need more funds to support local food-processors and calzone-makers and 
bakers. We need more funds to outfit our school kitchens and cafeterias with equipment to prepare 
and serve more freshly-made, home-style dishes. And we need more funds so that food-service 
staff can be fairly compensated for their dedicated work and vital contributions to the school 
community. 

The ground-breaking Farm2School movement - here in Burlington, in Vermont, around the 
country - could not exist without the skills and spirit of all those helping to transform school 
kitchens and cafeterias. Increased funding would go a long way towards building a foundation for 
more whole, fresh and local foods to be permanently and creatively incorporated into school menus. 

This is the time for the federal government to genuinely support school-food change and the 
people - day in and day out - making dreams come true. 

Signed in March 2007 


NAME CITY 

(If desired, include occupation and/or organizational affiliation) 
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This petition and any accompanying comments must be postmarked by Friday, March 16, 
2007 (additional comments must include your name, city and state and a reference to the March 1 2 
hearing on the “2007 Farm Bill Opportunities for Vermont and the Northeast.”). Please send both 
petition and comments to: Robert Strum, Chief Clerk; US Senate Committee on Agriculture, 
Nutrition and Forestry; Room 328-A Russell Senate Office Building; Washington DC 205 1 0-6000. 
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To Our Congressional Delegation 
Patrick Leahy, Bernie Sanders and Peter Welch 
related to the 

March 12 2007 hearing on 2007 Farm Bill Opportunities 
For Vermont and the Northeast 


Great strides are being made in Burlington's - and Vermont’s - school food. In a few short 
years, food service staff, students, teachers, farmers and others from the community have 
dramatically increased the consumption of whole, local and fresh foods in our schools. There’s 
great momentum and excitement about continuing these changes, and hopes that eventually the 
entire school-meals program can be transformed. 

But we need increased funding for this to happen. 

We need more funds to pay nearby farmers for their delicious in-season salad greens and winter- 
time carrots. We need more funds to support local food-processors and cai zone-makers and 
bakers. We need more funds to outfit our school kitchens and cafeterias with equipment to prepare 
and serve more freshly-made, home-style dishes. And we need more funds so that food-service 
staff can be fairly compensated for their dedicated work and vital contributions to the school 
community. 

The ground-breaking Farm2Schooi movement - here in Burlington, in Vermont, around the 
country - could not exist without the skills and spirit of all those helping to transform school 
kitchens and cafeterias. Increased funding would go a long way towards building a foundation for 
more whole, fresh and local foods to be permanently and creatively incorporated into school menus. 

This is the time for the federal government to genuinely support school-food change and the 
people - day in and day out - making dreams come true. 


Signed in March 2007 


NAME CITY STATE 

(If desired, include occupation and/or organizational affiliation) 
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This petition and any accompanying comments must be postmarked by Friday, March 16, 
2007 (additional comments must include your name, city and state and a reference to the March 12 


hearing on the “2007 Farm Bill Opportunities for Vermont and the Northeast.”), Please send both 
petition and comments to: Robert Strum, Chief Clerk; US Senate Committee on Agriculture, 
Nutrition and Forestry; Room 328-A Russell Senate Office Building; Washington DC 20510-6000. 



154 


To Our Congressional Delegation 
Patrick Leahy, Bernie Sanders and Peter Welch 
related to the 

March 12 2007 hearing on 2007 Farm Bill Opportunities 
For Vermont and the Northeast 

Great strides are being made in Burlington’s - and Vermont’s - school food. In a few short 
years, food service staff, students, teachers, farmers and others from the community have 
dramatically increased the consumption of whole, local and fresh foods in our schools. There’s 
great momentum and excitement about continuing these changes, and hopes that eventually the 
entire school-meals program can be transformed. 

But we need increased funding for this to happen. 

We need more funds to pay nearby farmers for their delicious in-season salad greens and winter- 
time carrots. We need more funds to support local food-processors and calzone-makers and 
bakers. We need more funds to outfit our school kitchens and cafeterias with equipment to prepare 
and serve more freshly-made, home-style dishes. And we need more funds so that food-service 
staff can be fairly compensated for their dedicated work and vital contributions to the school 
community. 

The ground-breaking Farm2School movement - here in Burlington, in Vermont, around the 
country - could not exist without the skills and spirit of all those helping to transform school 
kitchens and cafeterias. Increased funding would go a long way towards building a foundation for 
more whole, fresh and local foods to be permanently and creatively incorporated into school menus. 

This is the time for the federal government to genuinely support school-food change and the 
people - day in and day out - making dreams come true. 

Signed in March 2007 

NAME CITY STATE 

(If desired, include occupation and/or organizational affiliation) 
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This petition and any accompanying comments must be postmarked by Friday, March 16, 
2007 (additional comments must include your name, city and state and a reference to the March 12 
hearing on the “2007 Farm Bill Opportunities for Vermont and the Northeast.”). Please send both 
petition and comments to: Robert Strum, Chief Clerk; US Senate Committee on Agriculture, 
Nutrition and Forestry; Room 328- A Russell Senate Office Building; Washington DC 20510-6000. 
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To Our Congressional Delegation 
Patrick Leahy, Bernie Sanders and Peter Welch 
related to the 

March 12 2007 hearing on 2007 Farm Bill Opportunities 
For Vermont and the Northeast 

Great strides are being made in Burlington’s - and Vermont’s - school food. In a few short 
years, food service staff, students, teachers, farmers and others from the community have 
dramatically increased the consumption of whole, local and fresh foods in our schools. There’s 
great momentum and excitement about continuing these changes, and hopes that eventually the 
entire school-meals program can be transformed. 

But we need increased funding for this to happen. ' 

We need more funds to pay nearby farmers for their delicious in-season salad greens and winter- 
time carrots. We need more funds to support local food-processors and calzone-makers and 
bakers. We need more funds to outfit our school kitchens and cafeterias with equipment to prepare 
and serve more freshly-made, home-style dishes. And we need more funds so that food-service 
staff can be fairly compensated for their dedicated work and vital contributions to the school 
community. 

The ground-breaking FarmlSchool movement - here in Burlington, in Vermont, around the 
country - could not exist without the skills and spirit of all those helping to transform school 
kitchens and cafeterias. Increased funding would go a long way towards building a foundation for 
more whole, fresh and local foods to be permanently and creatively incorporated into school menus. 

This is the time for the federal government to genuinely support school-food change and the 
people — day in and day out - making dreams come true. 


Signed in March 2007 

NAME CITY STATE 

(If desired, include occupation and/or organizational affiliation) 



2007 (additional comments must include your name, city and state and a reference to the March 12 
hearing on the “2007 Farm Bill Opportunities for Vermont and the Northeast.”). Please send both 
petition and comments to: Robert Strum, Chief Clerk; US Senate Committee on Agriculture, 
Nutrition and Forestry; Room 328-A Russell Senate Office Building; Washington DC 20510-6000. 
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To Our Congressional Delegation 
Patrick Leahy, Bernie Sanders and Peter Welch 
related to the 

March 12 2007 hearing on 2007 Farm Bill Opportunities 
For Vermont and the Northeast 

Great strides are being made in Burlington’s - and Vermont’s - school food. In a few short 
years, food service staff, students, teachers, farmers and others from the community have 
dramatically increased the consumption of whole, local and fresh foods in our schools. There’s 
great momentum and excitement about continuing these changes, and hopes that eventually the 
entire school-meals program can be transformed. 

But we need increased funding for this to happen. 

We need more funds to pay nearby farmers for their delicious in-season salad greens and winter- 
time carrots. We need more funds to support local food-processors and calzone-makers and 
bakers. We need more funds to outfit our school kitchens and cafeterias with equipment to prepare 
and serve more freshly-made, home-style dishes. And we need more funds so that food-service 
staff can be fairly compensated for their dedicated work and vital contributions to the school 
community. 

The ground-breaking Farm2School movement - here in Burlington, in Vermont, around the 
country - could not exist without the skills and spirit of all those helping to transform school 
kitchens and cafeterias. Increased funding would go a long way towards building a foundation for 
more whole, fresh and local foods to be permanently and creatively incorporated into school menus. 

This is the time for the federal government to genuinely support school-food change and the 
people - day in and day out - making dreams come true. 


Signed in March 2007 

NAME CITY STATE 

(If desired, include occupation and/or organizational affiliation) 



This petition and any accompanying comments must be postmarked by Friday, March 16, 
2007 (additional comments must include your name, city and state and a reference to the March 12 
hearing on the “2007 Farm Bill Opportunities for Vermont and the Northeast.”). Please send both 
petition and comments to: Robert Strum, Chief Clerk; US Senate Committee on Agriculture, 
Nutrition and Forestry; Room 328-A Russell Senate Office Building; Washington DC 20510-6000. 
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To Our Congressional Delegation 
Patrick Leahy, Bernie Sanders and Peter Welch 
related to the 

March 12 2007 hearing on 2007 Farm Bill Opportunities 
For Vermont and the Northeast 

Great strides are being made in Burlington’s - and Vermont’s - school food. In a few short 
years, food service staff, students, teachers, farmers and others from the community have 
dramatically increased the consumption of whole, local and fresh foods in our schools. There’s 
great momentum and excitement about continuing these changes, and hopes that eventually the 
entire school-meals program can be transformed. 

But we need increased funding for this to happen. 

We need more funds to pay nearby farmers for their delicious in-season salad greens and winter- 
time carrots. We need more funds to support local food-processors and calzone-makers and 
bakers. We need more funds to outfit our school kitchens and cafeterias with equipment to prepare 
and serve more freshly-made, home-style dishes. And we need more funds so that food-service 
staff can be fairly compensated for their dedicated work and vital contributions to the school 
community. 

The ground-breaking Farm2School movement - here in Burlington, in Vermont, ground the 
country - could not exist without the skills and spirit of all those helping to transform school 
kitchens and cafeterias. Increased funding would go a long way towards building a foundation for 
more whole, fresh and local foods to be permanently and creatively incorporated into school menus. 

This is the time for the federal government to genuinely support school-food change and the 
people - day in and day out - making dreams come true. 


Signed in March 2007 

NAME CITY STATE 

(If desired, include occupation and/or organizational affiliation) 



This petition and any accompanying comments must be postmarked by Friday, March 16, 
2007 (additional comments must include your name, city and state and a reference to the March 12 
hearing on the “2007 Farm Bill Opportunities for Vermont and the Northeast”). Please send both 
petition and comments to: Robert Strum, Chief Clerk; US Senate Committee on Agriculture, 
Nutrition and Forestry; Room 328-A Russell Senate Office Building; Washington DC 20510-6000. 
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To Our Congressional Delegation 
Patrick Leahy, Bernie Sanders and Peter Welch 
related to the 

March 12 2007 hearing on 2007 Farm Bill Opportunities 
For Vermont and the Northeast 

Great strides are being made in Vermont's school food. In a few short years, food service staff, 
students, teachers, farmers and others from the community have dramatically increased the 
consumption of whole, local and fresh foods in our schools. There’s great momentum and 
excitement about continuing these changes, and hopes that eventually the entire school-meals 
program can be transformed. 

But we need increased funding for this to happen. 

We need more funds to pay nearby farmers for their delicious in-season salad greens and winter- 
time carrots. We need more funds to support local food-processors and cal zone-makers and 
bakers. We need more funds to outfit our school kitchens and cafeterias with equipment to prepare 
and serve more freshly-made, home-style dishes. And we need more funds so that food-service 
staff can be fairly compensated for their dedicated work and vital contributions to the school 
community. 

Food service staffs are at the heart of what makes schools thrive. We greet children in the 
morning, knowing which kids needs extra attention and caring. We greet students at lunchtime, 
encouraging them to enjoy a variety of nutritious foods. With minimal equipment, space and time, 
we are doing our best to serve popular whole, fresh and local foods. Our dream is to provide the 
best foods to everyone in our school community. 

The ground-breaking Farm2School movement in Vermont, around the country - would not exist 
without the skills and spirit of food service workers. We ask that we be fairly compensated for our 
central role in school-food transformation. 


Vermont’s School Food Service Employees, March 2007 

NAME CITY STATE 



2007 (additional comments must include your name, city and state and a reference to the March 12 
hearing on the “2007 Farm Bill Opportunities for Vermont and the Northeast.”). Please send both 
petition and comments to: Robert Strum, Chief Clerk; US Senate Committee on Agriculture, 
Nutrition and Forestry; Room 328-A Russell Senate Office Building; Washington DC 20510-6000. 
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To Out Congressional Delegation 
Patrick Leahy , Bernie Sanders and Peter Welch 

related to the 

March 12 2007 hearing on 2007 Farm Bill Opportunities 
For Vermont and the Northeast 


Great strides are being made in Burlington’s - and Vermont’s - school food. In a few short 
years, food service staff, students, teachers, farmers and others from the community have 
dramatically increased the consumption of whole, local and fresh foods in our schools. There’s 
great momentum and excitement about continuing these changes, and hopes that eventually the 
entire school-meals program can be transformed. 

But we need increased funding for this to happen. 

We need more funds to pay nearby farmers for their delicious in-season salad greens and winter- 
time carrots. We need more funds to support local food-processors and calzone-makers and 
bakers. We need more funds to outfit our school kitchens and cafeterias with equipment to prepare 
and serve more freshly-made, home-style dishes. And we need more funds so that food-service 
staff can be fairly compensated for their dedicated work and vital contributions to the school 
community. 

The ground-breaking Farm2SchooI movement - here in Burlington, in Vermont, around the 
country - could not exist without the skills and spirit of all those helping to transform school 
kitchens and cafeterias. Increased funding would go a long way towards building a foundation for 
more whole, fresh and local foods to be permanently and creatively incorporated into school menus. 
This is the time for the federal government to embrace school-food change and the people - day in 
and day out - making dreams come true. 


NAME CITY STATE 

(If desired, include occupation and/or organizational affiliation) 
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To Our Congressional ‘Delegation 
Vatriclcleahy, Venue Sanders and Veter Welch 
related to the 

March 12 2007 hearing on 2007 '/arm 'Sid Opportunities 
Tor Vermont and the 9{prtheast 

Great strides are being made in Vermont’s school food. In a few short years, food service staff, 
students, teachers, farmers and others from the community have dramatically increased the 
consumption of whole, local and fresh foods in our schools. There’s great momentum and 
excitement about continuing these changes, and hopes that eventually the entire school-meals 
program can be transformed. 

But we need increased funding for this to happen. 

We need more funds to pay nearby farmers for their delicious in-season salad greens and winter- 
time carrots. We need more funds to support local food-processors and calzone-makers and 
bakers. We need more funds to outfit our school kitchens and cafeterias with equipment to prepare 
and serve more freshly-made, home-style dishes. And we need more funds so that food-service 
staff can be fairly compensated for their dedicated work and vital contributions to the school 
community. 

Food service staffs are at the heart of what makes schools thrive. We greet children in the 
morning, knowing which kids needs extra attention and caring. We greet students at lunchtime, 
encouraging them to enjoy a variety of nutritious foods. With minimal equipment, space and time, 
we are doing our best to serve popular whole, fresh and local foods. Our dream is to provide the 
best foods to everyone in cur school community. 

The ground-breaking Farm2School movement in Vermont, around the' country - would not exist 
without the skills and spirit of food service workers. We ask that we be fairly compensated for' our 
central role in school-food transformation. 

Vermont’s School Food Service Employees, March 2007 

NAME CITY STATE 


This petition and any accompanying comments must be postmarked by Friday, March 16, 
2007 (additional comments must include your name, city and state and a reference to the March 12 
hearingon-the “2007 Farm Bill Opportunities for Vermont and the Northeast.”). Please send both 
petition and comments to; Robert Strum, Chief Clerk; US Senate Committee on Agriculture, 
Nutrition and Forestry; Room 32S-A Russell Senate Office Building; Washington DC 20510-6000. 
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To Our Congressional Delegation 
Patrick .Leahy, Bernie Sanders and Peter Welch 
related to the 

March 12 2007 hearing on 2007 Farm Bill Opportunities 
For Vermont and the Northeast 

Great strides are being made in Burlington’s - and Vermont's - school food, in a few short 
years, food service staff, students, teachers, fanners and others from the community have 
dramatically increased the consumption of whole, local and fresh foods in our schools. There’s 
great momentum and excitement about continuing these changes, and hopes that eventually the 
entire school-meals program can be transformed. 

But we need increased funding for this to happen. 

We need more funds to pay nearby farmers for their delicious in-season salad greens and winter- 
time carrots. We need more funds to support local food-processors and calzone-makers and 
bakers. We need more funds to outfit our school kitchens and cafeterias with equipment to prepare 
and serve more freshly-made, home-style dishes. And we need more funds so that food-service 
staff can be fairly compensated for their dedicated work and vital contributions to the school 
community. 

The ground-breaking Farm2Scbool movement - here in Burlington, in Vermont, around the 
country - could not exist without the skills and spirit of all those helping to transform school 
kitchens and cafeterias. Increased funding would go a long way towards building a foundation for 
more whole, fresh and local foods to be permanently and creatively incorporated into school menus. 

This is the time for the federal government to genuinely support school-food change and the 
people - day in and day out - making dreams come true. 

Signed in March 2007 

NAME CITY STATE 

(If desired, include occupation and/or organizational affiliation) 



This petition and any accompanying comments must be postmarked by Friday, March 16, 
2007 (additional comments must include your name, city and state and a reference to the March 12 
hearing on the "2007 Farm Bill Opportunities for Vermont and the Northeast.”). Please send both 
petition and comments to: Robert Strum, Chief Clerk; US Senate Committee on Agriculture, 
Nutrition and Forestry; Room 328- A Russell Senate Office Building; Washington DC 20510-6000. 
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To- Our Con^etiforuri/DelegatCon/ 

Patrick/ Leahy, Bernte'Sandery and/ Peter- Welch 

related' to- the' 

March- 12 2007 hearing- cm/ 2007 farm/ Bill Opportunities 
for Vermont and/the' Northeast 

Great strides are being made in Vermont’s school food. In a few short years, food service staff, 
students, teachers, farmers and others from the community have dramatically increased the 
consumption of whole, local and fresh foods in our schools. There’s great momentum and 
excitement about continuing these changes, and hopes that eventually the entire school-meals 
program can be transformed. 

But we need increased funding for this to happen. 

We need more funds to pay nearby farmers for their delicious in-season salad greens and winter- 
time carrots. We need more funds to support local food-processors and calzone-makers and 
bakers. We need more funds to outfit our school kitchens and cafeterias with equipment to prepare 
and serve more freshly-made, home-style dishes. And we need more funds so that food-service 
staff can be fairly compensated for their dedicated work and vital contributions to the school 
community. 

Food service staffs are at the heart of what makes schools thrive. We greet children in the 
morning, knowing which kids needs extra attention and caring. We greet students at lunchtime, 
encouraging them to enjoy a variety of nutritious foods. With minimal equipment, space and time, 
we are doing our best to serve popular whole, fresh and local foods. Our dream is to provide the 
best foods to everyone in our school community. 

The ground-breaking Farm2School movement in Vermont, around the country - would not exist 
without the skills and spirit of food service workers. We ask that we be fairly compensated for our 
central role in school-food transformation. 

Vermont’s School Food Service Employees, March 2007 



This petition and any accompanying comments must be postmarked by Friday, March 16, 
2007 (additional comments must include your name, city and state and a reference to the March 12 
hearing on the “2007 Farm Bill Opportunities for Vermont and the Northeast”). Please send both 
petition and comments to: Robert Strum, Chief Clerk; US Senate Committee on Agriculture, 
Nutrition and Forestry; Room 328-A Russell Senate Office Building; Washington DC 20510-6000. 
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to our Congressional delegation 
Patrick. Leahy, P> ernie Sanders, and Peter welch 

related to the 

Mflreh 12 2 OOy- k earing on HODJ- Ffltm Brit Opfortw-Mities 
For Vermont and the Northeast 

Great strides are being made in Vermont’s school food. In a few short years, food service staff, 
students, teachers, farmers and others from the community have dramatically increased the 
consumption of whole, local and fresh foods in our schools. There’s great momentum and 
excitement about continuing these changes, and hopes that eventually the entire school-meals 
program can be transformed. 

But we need increased funding for this to happen. 

We need more funds to pay nearby farmers for their delicious in-season salad greens and winter- 
time carrots. We need more funds to support local food-processors and calzone-makers and 
bakers We need more funds to outfit our school kitchens and cafeterias with equipment to prepare 
and serve more freshly-made, home-style dishes. And we need more funds so that food-service 
staff can be fairly compensated for their dedicated work and vital contributions to the school 
community. 

Food service staffs are at the heart of what makes schools thrive. We greet children in the 
morning, knowing which kids needs extra attention and caring. We greet students at lunchtime, 
encouraging them to enjoy a variety of nutritious foods. With minimal equipment, space and time, 
we are doing our best to serve popular whole, fresh and local foods. Our dream is to provide the 
best foods to everyone in our school community 

The ground-breaking Farm2School movement in Vermont, around the country - would not exist 
without the skills and spirit of food service workers. We ask that we be fairly compensated for our 
central role in school-food transformation. 


Vermont’s School Food Service Employees, March 2007 

NAME CITY STATE 



This petition and any accompanying comments must be postmarked by Friday, March 16, 
2007 (additional comments must include your name, city and state and a reference to the March 12 
hearing on the “2007 Farm Bill Opportunities for Vermont and the Northeast.”). Please send both 
petition and comments to: Robert Strum, Chief Clerk; US Senate Committee on Agriculture, 
Nutrition and Forestry, Room 328-A Russell Senate Office Building; Washington DC 20510-6000. 
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To Our Covi^e^MonatVele^aticm/ 
Patrick/ Leahy, BernCe/Sandery and/ Peter Welch 

related/ to- the/ 

March/12 2007 hearing orv 2007 farm/ 3 ill' Oppcyrturutiey 
for Vermont and/ the/ Northeast 


Great strides are being made in Vermont’s school food. In a few short years, food service staff, 
students, teachers, farmers and others from the community have dramatically increased the 
consumption of whole, local and fresh foods in our schools. There’s great momentum and 
excitement about continuing these changes, and hopes that eventually the entire school-meals 
program can be transformed. 

But we need increased funding for this to happen. 

We need more funds to pay nearby farmers for their delicious in-season salad greens and winter- 
time carrots. We need more funds to support local food-processors and calzone-makers and 
bakers. We need more funds to outfit our school kitchens and cafeterias with equipment to prepare 
and serve more freshly-made, home-style dishes. And we need more funds so that food-service 
staff can be fairly compensated for their dedicated work and vital contributions to the school 
community. 

Food service staffs are at the heart of what makes schools thrive. We greet children in the 
morning, knowing which kids needs extra attention and caring. We greet students at lunchtime, 
encouraging them to enjoy a variety of nutritious foods. With minimal equipment, space and time, 
we are doing our best to serve popular whole, fresh and local foods. Our dream is to provide the 
best foods to everyone in our school community. 

The ground-breaking Farm2School movement in Vermont, around the country - would not exist 
without the skills and spirit of food service workers. We ask that we be fairly compensated for our 
central role in school-food transformation. 

Vermont’s School Food Service Employees, March 2007 

NAME CITY STATE 
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This petition and any accompanying comments must be postmarked by Friday, March 16, 
2007 (additional comments must include your name, city and state and a reference to the March 1 2 
hearing on the “2007 Farm Bill Opportunities for Vermont and the Northeast.”). Please send both 
petition and comments to: Robert Strum, Chief Clerk; US Senate Committee on Agriculture, 
Nutrition and Forestry; Room 328-A Russell Senate Office Building; Washington DC 20510-6000. 
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To- Our CongretstirnakVelegatCoyw 
Patrick/ Leahy, BernteSanderyand/Peter Welch/ 
related/to-the/ 

March 12 2007 hearing- <wv 2007 fcurm/3Qh Opportunities- 
for Vermont and/ the - Northeast 


Great strides are being made in Vermont’s school food. In a few short years, food service staff, 
students, teachers, farmers and others from the community have dramatically increased the 
consumption of whole, local and fresh foods in our schools. There’s great momentum and 
excitement about continuing these changes, and hopes that eventually the entire school-meals 
program can be transformed. 

But we need increased funding for this to happen. 

We need more funds to pay nearby farmers for their delicious in-season salad greens and winter- 
time carrots. We need more funds to support local food-processors and cal zone-makers and 
bakers. We need more funds to outfit our school kitchens and cafeterias with equipment to prepare 
and serve more freshly-made, home-style dishes. And we need more funds so that food-service 
staff can be fairly compensated for their dedicated work and vital contributions to the school 
community. 

Food service staffs are at the heart of what makes schools thrive. We greet children in the 
morning, knowing which kids needs extra attention and caring. We greet students at lunchtime, 
encouraging them to enjoy a variety of nutritious foods. With minimal equipment, space and time, 
we are doing our best to serve popular whole, fresh and local foods. Our dream is to provide the 
best foods to everyone in our school community. 

The ground-breaking Farm2School movement in Vermont, around the country - would not exist 
without the skills and spirit of food service workers. We ask that we be fairly compensated for our 
central role in school-food transformation. 

Vermont’s School Food Service Employees, March 2007 
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This petition and any accompanying comments must be postmarked by Friday, March 16, 
2007 (additional comments must include your name, city and state and a reference to the March 12 


hearing on the “2007 Farm Bill Opportunities for Vermont and the Northeast.”). Please send both 
petition and comments to: Robert Strum, Chief Clerk; US Senate Committee on Agriculture, 
Nutrition and Forestry; Room 328-A Russell Senate Office Building; Washington DC 20510-6000. 
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To Our Congressional Delegation 
Patrick Leahy, Bernie Sanders and Peter Welch 
related to the 

March 12 2007 hearing on 2007 Farm Bill Opportunities 
For Vermont and the Northeast 

Great strides are being made in Vermont’s school food. In a few short years, food service staff, 
students, teachers, farmers and others from the community have dramatically increased the 
consumption of whole, local and fresh foods in our schools. There’s great momentum and 
excitement about continuing these changes, and hopes that eventually the entire school-meals 
program can be transformed 

But we need increased funding for this to happen 

We need more funds to pay nearby farmers for their delicious in-season salad greens and winter- 
time carrots We need more funds to support local food-processors and calzone-makers and 
bakers. We need more funds to outfit our school kitchens and cafeterias with equipment to prepare 
and serve more freshly-made, home-style dishes. And we need more funds so that food-service 
staff can be fairly compensated for their dedicated work and vita! contributions to the school 
community. 

Food service staffs are at the heart of what makes schools thrive. We greet children in the 
morning, knowing which kids needs extra attention and caring. We greet students at lunchtime, 
encouraging them to enjoy a variety of nutritious foods. With minimal equipment, space and time, 
we are doing our best to serve popular whole, fresh and local foods. Our dream is to provide the 
best foods to everyone in our school community. 

The ground-breaking Farm2School movement in Vermont, around the country - would not exist 
without the skills and spirit of food service workers. We ask that we be fairly compensated for our 
central role in school-food transformation 

Vermont’s School Food Service Employees, March 2007 
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This petition and any accompanying comments must be postmarked by Friday, March 16, 
2007 (additional comments must include your name, city and state and a reference to the March 12 
hearing on the “2007 Farm Bill Opportunities for Vermont and the Northeast ”). Please send both 
petition and comments to. Robert Strum, Chief Clerk; US Senate Committee on Agriculture, 
Nutrition and Forestry; Room 328-A Russell Senate Office Building; Washington DC 20510-6000. 
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To-Our Ccm#reMu>ruiLVeleg<x£i(>vv 
Patrick/ Leahy, Bernle/ S avulerr and/ Peter Welch 

related/ to- the/ 

March/12 2007 hearung/cm/2007 farm/ 3 dl Opp<rrturUtu&y 
for Vermont and/ the/ Northeait 


Great strides are being made in Vermont’s school food. In a few short years, food service staff, 
students, teachers, farmers and others from the community have dramatically increased the 
consumption of whole, local and fresh foods in our schools. There’s great momentum and 
excitement about continuing these changes, and hopes that eventually the entire school-meals 
program can be transformed. 

But we need increased funding for this to happen. 

We need more funds to pay nearby farmers for their delicious in-season salad greens and winter- 
time carrots. We need more funds to support local food-processors and calzone-makers and 
bakers. We need more funds to outfit our school kitchens and cafeterias with equipment to prepare 
and serve more freshly-made, home-style dishes. And we need more funds so that food-service 
staff can be fairly compensated for their dedicated work and vital contributions to the school 
community. 

Food service staffs are at the heart of what makes schools thrive. We greet children in the 
morning, knowing which kids needs extra attention and caring. We greet students at lunchtime, 
encouraging them to enjoy a variety of nutritious foods. With minimal equipment, space and time, 
we are doing our best to serve popular whole, fresh and local foods. Our dream is to provide the 
best foods to everyone in our school community. 

The ground-breaking Farm2School movement in Vermont, around the country - would not exist 
without the skills and spirit of food service workers. We ask that we be fairly compensated for our 
central role in school-food transformation. 

Vermont’s School Food Service Employees, March 2007 

NAME \ CITY 

\ > v j 

■■'--Vj-'.T i.\ /,\r\a.L / ■' 

^L-/- Vs-*- 1.. 7 / < t ’ 



STATE 


(' 'I '/lU ht 


This petition and any accompanying comments must be postmarked by Friday, March 16, 
2007 (additional comments must include your name, city and state and a reference to the March 12 
hearing on the “2007 Farm Bill Opportunities for Vermont and the Northeast.”). Please send both 
petition and comments to: Robert Strum, Chief Clerk; US Senate Committee on Agriculture, 
Nutrition and Forestry; Room 328-A Russell Senate Office Building; Washington DC 20510-6000. 
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Ter Our Cma^e4*umai'Oele^at£cm/ 
Patrick/ Leahy, fiernlc SciruLer}/ and/P&ter Welch/ 

related/ to the* 

March/12 2007 hearing/ on 2007 f or m/BilL Opportunities 
for Vermont and/ the/ Northeast 


Great strides are being made in Vermont’s school food. In a few short years, food service staff, 
students, teachers, farmers and others from the community have dramatically increased the 
consumption of whole, local and fresh foods in our schools. There’s great momentum and 
excitement about continuing these changes, and hopes that eventually the entire school-meals 
program can be transformed. 

But we need increased funding for this to happen. 

We need more funds to pay nearby farmers for their delicious in-season salad greens and winter- 
time carrots. We need more funds to support local food-processors and calzone-makers and 
bakers. We need more funds to outfit our school kitchens and cafeterias with equipment to prepare 
and serve more freshly-made, home-style dishes. And we need more funds so that food-service 
staff can be fairly compensated for their dedicated work and vital contributions to the school 
community. 

Food service staffs are at the heart of what makes schools thrive. We greet children in the 
morning, knowing which kids needs extra attention and caring. We greet students at lunchtime, 
encouraging them to enjoy a variety of nutritious foods. With minimal equipment, space and time, 
we are doing our best to serve popular whole, fresh and local foods. Our dream is to provide the 
best foods to everyone in our school community. 

The ground-breaking Farm2School movement in Vermont, around the country - would not exist 
without the skills and spirit of food service workers. We ask that we be fairly compensated for our 
central role in school-food transformation. 

Vermont’s School Food Service Employees, March 2007 
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This petition and any accompanying comments must be postmarked by Friday, March 16, 
2007 (additional comments must include your name, city and state and a reference to the March 12 
hearing on the “2007 Farm Bill Opportunities for Vermont and the Northeast.”). Please send both 
petition and comments to: Robert Strum, Chief Clerk; US Senate Committee on Agriculture, 
Nutrition and Forestry; Room 328-A Russell Senate Office Building; Washington DC 20510-6000. 
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To-Our Con^ewtovuiLVelegattenv 
Patrick/ Leahy, HemCe/Sandery and/ Peter Welch/ 
related/tothe/ 

March/12 2007 hearing/ cm/ 200 7 Fcu/mSiltOpporturUttey 
for Vermont: arcd/ihe/ Northeast 


Great strides are being made in Vermont’s school food. In a few short years, food service staff, 
students, teachers, fanners and others from the community have dramatically increased the 
consumption of whole, local and fresh foods in our schools. There’s great momentum and 
excitement about continuing these changes, and hopes that eventually the entire school-meals 
program can be transformed. 

But we need increased funding for this to happen. 

We need more funds to pay nearby farmers for their delicious in-season salad greens and winter- 
time carrots. We need more funds to support local food-processors and calzone-makers and 
bakers. We need more funds to outfit our school kitchens and cafeterias with equipment to prepare 
and serve more freshly-made, home-style dishes. And we need more funds so that food-service 
staff can be fairly compensated for their dedicated work and vital contributions to the school 
community. 

Food service staffs are at the heart of what makes schools thrive. We greet children in the 
morning, knowing which kids needs extra attention and caring. We greet students at lunchtime, 
encouraging them to enjoy a variety of nutritious foods. With minimal equipment, space and time, 
we are doing our best to serve popular whole, fresh and local foods. Our dream is to provide the 
best foods to everyone in our school community. 

The ground-breaking Farm2School movement in Vermont, around the country - would not exist 
without the skills and spirit of food service workers. We ask that we be fairly compensated for our 
central role in school-food transformation. 


Vermont’s School Food Service Employees, March 2007 
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This petition and any accompanying comments must be postmarked by Friday, March 16, 
2007 (additional comments must include your name, city and state and a reference to the March 12 
hearing on the “2007 Farm Bill Opportunities for Vermont and the Northeast.”). Please send both 
petition and comments to: Robert Strum, Chief Clerk; US Senate Committee on Agriculture, 
Nutrition and Forestry; Room 328-A Russell Senate Office Building; Washington DC 20510-6000. 
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To- Our Covi^e^iiOYicd/Vele^ttOY\/ 
Patrick/ Leahy, BernCe/Sarulerr arid/ Peter Welch/ 
related/to-fhe/ 

March/ 12 2007 hearing/ on 2007 FcumBitb Opportunities 
For Vermont and/the/ Northeast 


Great strides are being made in Vermont’s school food. In a few short years, food service staff, 
students, teachers, farmers and others from the community have dramatically increased the 
consumption of whole, local and fresh foods in our schools. There’s great momentum and 
excitement about continuing these changes, and hopes that eventually the entire school-meals 
program can be transformed. 

But we need increased funding for this to happen. 

We need more funds to pay nearby farmers for their delicious in-season salad greens and winter- 
time carrots. We need more funds to support local food-processors and calzone-makers and 
bakers. We need more funds to outfit our school kitchens and cafeterias with equipment to prepare 
and serve more freshly-made, home-style dishes. And we need more funds so that food-service 
staff can be fairly compensated for their dedicated work and vital contributions to the school 
community. 

Food service staffs are at the heart of what makes schools thrive. We greet children in the 
morning, knowing which kids needs extra attention and caring. We greet students at lunchtime, 
encouraging them to enjoy a variety of nutritious foods. With minimal equipment, space and time, 
we are doing our best to serve popular whole, fresh and local foods. Our dream is to provide the 
best foods to everyone in our school community. 

The ground-breaking Farm2School movement in Vermont, around the country - would not exist 
without the skills and spirit of food service workers. We ask that we be fairly compensated for our 
central role in school-food transformation. 


Vermont’s School Food Service Employees, March 2007 

NAME CITY STATE 



This petition and any accompanying comments must be postmarked by Friday, March 16, 
2007 (additional comments must include your name, city and state and a reference to the March 12 
hearing on the “2007 Farm Bill Opportunities for Vermont and the Northeast.”). Please send both 
petition and comments to: Robert Strum, Chief Clerk; US Senate Committee on Agriculture, 
Nutrition and Forestry; Room 32S-A Russell Senate Office Building; Washington DC 205 1 0-6000. 
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To Our Congressional Delegation 
Patrick , Leahy , Bernie Sanders and Peter Welch 
related to the 

March 12 2007 hearing on 2007 Farm Bill Opportunities 
For Vermont and the Northeast 


Great strides are being made in Burlington's - and Vermont's - school food. In a few short 
years, food service staff, students, teachers, farmers and others from the community have 
dramatically increased the consumption of whole, local and fresh foods in our schools. There’s 
great momentum and excitement about continuing these changes, and hopes that eventually the 
entire school-meals program can be transformed. 

But we need increased funding for this to happen. 

We need more funds to pay nearby farmers for their delicious in-season salad greens and winter- 
time carrots. We need more funds to support local food-processors and calzone-makers and 
bakers. We need more funds to outfit our school kitchens and cafeterias with equipment to prepare 
and serve more freshly-made, home-style dishes. And we need more funds so that food-service 
staff can be fairly compensated for their dedicated work and vital contributions to the school 
community. 

The ground-breaking FarmlSchool movement - here in Burlington, in Vermont, around the 
country - could not exist without the skills and spirit of all those helping to transform school 
kitchens and cafeterias. Increased funding would go a long way towards building a foundation for 
more whole, fresh and local foods to be permanently and creatively incorporated into school menus. 

This is the time for the federal government to genuinely support school-food change and the 
people - day in and day out - making dreams come true. 


Signed in March 2007 

NAME CITY STATE 

(If desired, include occupation and/or organizational affiliation) 
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This petition and any accompanying comments must be postmarked by Friday, March 16, 
2007 (additional comments must include your name, city and state and a reference to the March 1 2 
hearing on the “2007 Farm Bill Opportunities for Vermont and the Northeast.”). Please send both 
petition and comments to: Robert Strum, Chief Clerk: US Senate Committee on Agriculture, 
Nutrition and Forestry; Room 328 - A Russell Senate Office Building; Washington DC 20510 - 6000 . 
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To Our Congressional Delegation 
Patrick Leahy, Bernie Sanders and Peter Welch 

related to the 

March 12 2007 hearing on 2007 Farm Bill Opportunities 
For Vermont and the Northeast 

Great strides are being made in Vermont’s school food. In a few short years, food service staff, 
students, teachers, farmers and others from the community have dramatically increased the 
consumption of whole, local and fresh foods in our schools. There’s great momentum and 
excitement about continuing these changes, and hopes that eventually the entire school-meals 
program can be transformed. 

But we need increased funding for this to happen 

We need more tunds to pay nearby farmers for their delicious in-season salad greens and winter- 
time carrots. We need more funds to support local food-processors and calzone-makers and 
bakers. We need more Hinds to outfit our school kitchens and cafeterias with equipment to prepare 
and serve more freshly-made, home-style dishes And we need more funds so that food-service 
staff can be fairly compensated for their dedicated work and vital contributions to the school 
community. 

Food service staffs are at the heart of what makes schools thrive We greet children in the 
morning, knowing which kids needs extra attention and caring. We greet students at lunchtime, 
encouraging them to enjoy a variety of nutritious foods. With minimal equipment, space and time, 
we are doing our best to serve popular whole, fresh and local foods. Our dream is to provide the 
best foods to everyone in our school community. 

The ground-breaking Farm2School movement in Vermont, around the country - would not exist 
without the skills and spirit of food service workers. We ask that we be fairly compensated for our 
central role in school-food transformation. 

Vermont’s School Food Service Employees, March 2007 

NAME CITY STATE 


This petition and any accompanying comments must be postmarked by Friday, March 16, 
2007 (additional comments must include your name, city and state and a reference to the March 12 
hearing on the “2007 Farm Bill Opportunities for Vermont and the Northeast”). Please send both 
petition and comments to: Robert Strum, Chief Clerk; US Senate Committee on Agriculture, 
Nutrition and Forestry; Room 328-A Russell Senate Office Building; Washington DC 20510-6000. 
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To Our Congressional Delegation 
Patrick Leahy, Bernie Sanders and Peter Welch 

related to the 

March 12 2007 hearing on 2007 Farm Bill Opportunities 
For Vermont and the Northeast 

Great strides are being made in Vermont’s school food. In a few short years, food service staff, 
students, teachers, farmers and others from the community have dramatically increased the 
consumption of whole, local and fresh foods in our schools. There’s great momentum and 
excitement about continuing these changes, and hopes that eventually the entire school-meals 
program can be transformed. 

But we need increased funding for this to happen 

We need more funds to pay nearby farmers for their delicious in-season salad greens and winter- 
time carrots. We need more funds to support local food-processors and calzone-makers and 
bakers. We need more funds to outfit our school kitchens and cafeterias with equipment to prepare 
and serve more freshly-made, home-style dishes. And we need more funds so that food-service 
staff can be fairly compensated for their dedicated work and vital contributions to the school 
community. 

Food service staffs are at the heart of what makes schools thrive. We greet children in the 
morning, knowing which kids needs extra attention and caring. We greet students at lunchtime, 
encouraging them to enjoy a variety of nutritious foods. With minimal equipment, space and time, 
we are doing our best to serve popular whole, fresh and local foods. Our dream is to provide the 
best foods to everyone in our school community 

The ground-breaking Farm2School movement in Vermont, around the country - would not exist 
without the skills and spirit of food service workers. We ask that we be fairly compensated for our 
central role in school-food transformation. 

Vermont’s School Food Service Employees, March 2007 
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This petition and any accompanying comments must be postmarked by Friday, March 16, 
2007 (additional comments must include your name, city and state and a reference to the March 12 
hearing on the “2007 Farm Bill Opportunities for Vermont and the Northeast ”), Please send both 
petition and comments to: Robert Strum, Chief Clerk; US Senate Committee on Agriculture, 
Nutrition and Forestry; Room 328-A Russell Senate Office Building; Washington DC 20510-6000. 
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To Our Congressional Delegation 
Patrick Leahy, Bernie Sanders and Peter Welch 

related to the 

March 12 2007 hearing on 2007 Farm Bill Opportunities 
For Vermont and the Northeast 

Great strides are being made in Vermont’s school food. In a few short years, food service staff, 
students, teachers, farmers and others from the community have dramatically increased the 
consumption of whole, local and fresh foods in our schools. There’s great momentum and 
excitement about continuing these changes, and hopes that eventually the entire school-meals 
program can be transformed. 

But we need increased funding for this to happen 

We need more funds to pay nearby farmers for their delicious in-season salad greens and winter- 
time carrots. We need more funds to support local food-processors and calzone-makers and 
bakers. We need more funds to outfit our school kitchens and cafeterias with equipment to prepare 
and serve more freshly-made, home-style dishes. And we need more funds so that food-service 
staff can be fairly compensated for their dedicated work and vital contributions to the school 
community. 

Food service staffs are at the heart of what makes schools thrive. We greet children in the 
morning, knowing which kids needs extra attention and caring. We greet students at lunchtime, 
encouraging them to enjoy a variety of nutritious foods. With minimal equipment, space and time, 
we are doing our best to serve popular whole, fresh and local foods. Our dream is to provide the 
best foods to everyone in our school community. 

The ground-breaking Farm2School movement in Vermont, around the country - would not exist 
without the skills and spirit of food service workers We ask that we be fairly compensated for our 
central role in school-food transformation 

Vermont’s School Food Service Employees, March 2007 

NAME CITY STATE 
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This petition and any accompanying comments must be postmarked by| 

2007 (additional comments must include your name, city and state and a reference to theT*Tafc!T 1 2 
hearing on the “2007 Farm Bill Opportunities for Vermont and the Northeast ”). Please send both 
petition and comments to: Robert Strum, Chief Clerk, US Senate Committee on Agriculture, 
Nutrition and Forestry; Room 328-A Russell Senate Office Building; Washington DC 20510-6000. 
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To Our Congressional Delegation 
Patrick Leahy, Bernie Sanders and Peter Welch 

related to the 

March 12 2007 hearing on 2007 Farm Bill Opportunities 
For Vermont and the Northeast 

Great strides are being made in Vermont’s school food- In a few short years, food service staff, 
students, teachers, farmers and others from the community have dramatically increased the 
consumption of whole, local and fresh foods in our schools. There’s great momentum and 
excitement about continuing these changes, and hopes that eventually the entire school-meals 
program can be transformed. 

But we need increased funding for this to happen 

We need more funds to pay nearby farmers for their delicious in-season salad greens and winter- 
time carrots. We need more funds to support local food-processors and calzone- makers and 
bakers. We need more funds to outfit our school kitchens and cafeterias with equipment to prepare 
and serve more freshly-made, home-style dishes And we need more funds so that food-service 
staff can be fairly compensated for their dedicated work and vital contributions to the school 
community. 

Food service staffs are at the heart of what makes schools thrive. We greet children in the 
morning, knowing which kids needs extra attention and caring. We greet students at lunchtime, 
encouraging them to enjoy a variety of nutritious foods. With minimal equipment, space and time, 
we are doing our best to serve popular whole, fresh and local foods. Our dream is to provide the 
best foods to everyone in our school community. 

The ground-breaking Farm2School movement in Vermont, around the country - would not exist 
without the skills and spirit of food service workers. We ask that we be fairly compensated for our 
central role in school-food transformation. 

Vermont’s School Food Service Employees, March 2007 
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This petition and any accompanying comments must be postmarked by Friday, March 16, 
2007 (additional comments must include your name, city and state and a reference to the March 12 
hearing on the “2007 Farm Bill Opportunities for Vermont and the Northeast ”). Please send both 
petition and comments to: Robert Strum, Chief Clerk; US Senate Committee on Agriculture, 
Nutrition and Forestry; Room 328-A Russell Senate Office Building; Washington DC 20510-6000. 
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To Our Congressional Delegation 
Patrick Leahy, Bernie Sanders and Peter Welch 

related to the 

March 12 2007 hearing on 2007 Farm Bill Opportunities 
For Vermont and the Northeast 


Great strides are being made in Vermont’s school food. In a few short years, food service staff, 
students, teachers, farmers and others from the community have dramatically increased the 
consumption of whole, local and fresh foods in our schools. There’s great momentum and 
excitement about continuing these changes, and hopes that eventually the entire school-meals 
program can be transformed. 

But we need increased funding for this to happen 

We need more funds to pay nearby farmers for their delicious in-season salad greens and winter- 
time carrots. We need more funds to support local food-processors and calzone-makers and 
bakers. We need more funds to outfit our school kitchens and cafeterias with equipment to prepare 
and serve more freshiy-made, home-style dishes. And we need more funds so that food-service 
staff can be fairly compensated for their dedicated work and vital contributions to the school 
community. 

Food service staffs are at the heart of what makes schools thrive We greet children in the 
morning, knowing which kids needs extra attention and caring. We greet students at lunchtime, 
encouraging them to enjoy a variety of nutritious foods With minimal equipment, space and time, 
we are doing our best to serve popular whole, fresh and local foods. Our dream is to provide the 
best foods to everyone in our school community 

The ground-breaking Farm2School movement in Vermont, around the country - would not exist 
without the skills and spirit of food service workers. We ask that we be fairly compensated for our 
central role in school-food transformation. 


Vermont’s School Food Service Employees, March 2007 
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This petition and any accompanying comments must be postmarked by Friday, March 16, 
2007 (additional comments must include your name, city and state and a reference to the March 12 
hearing on the “2007 Farm Bill Opportunities for Vermont and the Northeast ”). Please send both 
petition and comments to: Robert Strum, Chief Clerk; US Senate Committee on Agriculture, 
Nutrition and Forestry; Room 328-A Russell Senate Office Building; Washington DC 20510-6000. 


177 


To Our Congressional Delegation 
Patrick Leahy, Bernie Sanders and Peter Welch 

related to the 

March 12 2007 hearing on 2007 Farm Bill Opportunities 
For Vermont and the Northeast 

Great strides are being made in Vermont’s school food. In a few short years, food service staff, 
students, teachers, farmers and others from the community have dramatically increased the 
consumption of whole, local and fresh foods in our schools. There’s great momentum and 
excitement about continuing these changes, and hopes that eventually the entire school-meals 
program can be transformed. 

But we need increased funding for this to happen 

We need more fimds to pay nearby farmers for their delicious in-season salad greens and winter- 
time carrots. We need more funds to support local food-processors and calzone-makers and 
bakers. We need more fimds to outfit our school kitchens and cafeterias with equipment to prepare 
and serve more freshly-made, home-style dishes. And we need more funds so that food-service 
staff can be fairly compensated for their dedicated work and vital contributions to the school 
community. 

Food service staffs are at the heart of what makes schools thrive. We greet children in the 
morning, knowing which kids needs extra attention and caring. We greet students at lunchtime, 
encouraging them to enjoy a variety of nutritious foods. With minimal equipment, space and time, 
we are doing our best to serve popular whole, fresh and local foods. Our dream is to provide the 
best foods to everyone in our school community 

The ground-breaking Farm2School movement in Vermont, around the country - would not exist 
without the skills and spirit of food service workers. We ask that we be fairly compensated for our 
central role in school-food transformation. 

Vermont’s School Food Service Employees, March 2007 
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This petition and any accompanying comments must be postmarked by Friday, March 16, 
2007 (additional comments must include your name, city and state and a reference to the March 12 
hearing on the “2007 Farm Bill Opportunities for Vermont and the Northeast.”). Please send both 
petition and comments to: Robert Strum, Chief Clerk; US Senate Committee on Agriculture, 
Nutrition and Forestry; Room 328-A Russell Senate Office Building; Washington DC 20510-6000. 
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To- Our Oyngretttonod’VelegatLon/ 

Patrick/ Leahy, Vernier Sounder* and/Peter Welch/ 

related/ to-ike/ 

March/12 2007 hearing cm/ 2007 Farm/ S UL Opportunities 
for Vermont and/ th& Northeast 

Great strides are being made in Vermont’s school food. In a few short years, food service staff, 
students, teachers, farmers and others from the community have dramatically increased the 
consumption of whole, local and fresh foods in our schools. There’s great momentum and 
excitement about continuing these changes, and hopes that eventually the entire school-meals 
program can be transformed. 

But we need increased funding for this to happen 

We need more funds to pay nearby farmers for their delicious in-season salad greens and winter- 
time carrots. We need more funds to support local food-processors and calzone-makers and 
bakers. We need more funds to outfit our school kitchens and cafeterias with equipment to prepare 
and serve more freshly-made, home-style dishes. And we need more funds so that food-service 
staff can be fairly compensated for their dedicated work and vital contributions to the school 
community. 

Food service staffs are at the heart of what makes schools thrive. We greet children in the 
morning, knowing which kids needs extra attention and caring. We greet students at lunchtime, 
encouraging them to enjoy a variety of nutritious foods. With minimal equipment, space and time, 
we are doing our best to serve popular whole, fresh and local foods. Our dream is to provide the 
best foods to everyone in our school community 

The ground-breaking Farm2School movement in Vermont, around the country - would not exist 
without the skills and spirit of food service workers. We ask that we be fairly compensated for our 
central role in school-food transformation 


Vermont’s School Food Service Employees, March 2007 
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This petition and any accompanying comments must be postmarked by Friday, March 16, 
2007 (additional comments must include your name, city and state and a reference to the March 12 
hearing on the “2007 Farm Bill Opportunities for Vermont and the Northeast.”). Please send both 
petition and comments to: Robert Strum, Chief Clerk; US Senate Committee on Agriculture, 
Nutrition and Forestry; Room 328-A Russell Senate Office Building; Washington DC 20510-6000. 
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To Our Congressional Delegation 


https://webmail.uvm.edu/horde/imp/view.php?popup_view= 1 &mde... 


To Our Congressional Delegation 
Patrick Leahy, Bernie Sanders and Peter Welch 
related to the 

March 12 2007 hearing on 2007 Farm Bill Opportunities 
For Vermont and the Northeast 

Great strides are being made in Burlington's - and Vermont's - school food. In a few short years, food 
service staff, students, teachers, fanners and others from the community have dramatically increased 
the consumption of whole, local and fresh foods in our schools. There's great momentum and 
excitement about continuing these changes, and hopes that eventually the entire school-meals program 
can be transformed. 

But we need increased funding for this to happen. 

We need more funds to pay nearby fanners for their delicious in-season salad greens and winter-time 
carrots. We need more funds to support local food-processors and calzone-makers and bakers. We 
need more funds to outfit our school kitchens and cafeterias with igwytit to prepare and serve 
more freshly-made, home-style dishes. And we need more funds so that food-service staff cam be 
fairly compensated for their dedicated work and vital contributions to the school community. 

The ground-breaking Fara2S ch oo l movement - here in Burlington, in Vermont, around the country - 
could not exist without the skills and spirit of all those helping to transform school kitchens and 
cafeterias. Increased funding would go a long way towards building a foundation for more whole, 
fresh and local foods to be permanently' and creatively incorporated into school menus. This is the 
time for the federal government to embrace school-food change and the people - day in and day out - 
making dreams come true. 


Signed in March 2007 
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This petition and a»y actNapMvfflg immili must be postmarked by Friday, March 16, 2007 
(additional comments must include your name, city and state and a reference to the March 12 hearing 
cm the “2007 Farm Bill Opportunities for Vermont and the Northeast.”). Please send both petition and 
comments to: Robert Strum. Chief Clerk; US Senate Committee on Agriculture, Nutrition and 
Forestry; Room 32&-A Russell Senate Office Building; Washington DC 20510-6000. 
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To Our Congressional Delegation 
Patrick Leahy, Bernie Sanders and Peter Welch 
related to the 

March 12 2007 hearing on 2007 Farm Bill Opportunities 
For Vermont and the Northeast 


Great strides are being made in Vermont’s school food. In a few short years, food service staff, 
students, teachers, farmers and others from the community have dramatically increased the 
consumption of whole, local and fresh foods in our schools. There’s great momentum and 
excitement about continuing these changes, and hopes that eventually the entire school-meals 
program can be transformed. 

But we need increased funding for this to happen. 

We need more funds to pay nearby farmers for their delicious in-season salad greens and winter- 
time carrots. We need more funds to support local food-processors and calzone-makers and 
bakers. We need more funds to outfit our school kitchens and cafeterias with equipment to prepare 
and serve more freshly-made, home-style dishes. And we need more funds so that food-service 
staff can be fairly compensated for their dedicated work and vital contributions to the school 
community. 

Food service staffs are at the heart of what makes schools thrive. We greet children in the 
morning, knowing which kids needs extra attention and caring. We greet students at lunchtime, 
encouraging them to enjoy a variety of nutritious foods. With minimal equipment, space and time, 
we are doing our best to serve popular whole, fresh and local foods. Our dream is to provide the 
best foods to everyone in our school community. 

The ground-breaking Farm2School movement in Vermont, around the country - would not exist 
without the skills and spirit of food service workers. We ask that we be fairly compensated for our 
central role in school-food transformation. 


Vermont’s School Food Service Employees, March 2007 
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This petition and any accompanying comments must be postmarked by Friday, March 16, 
2007 (additional comments must include your name, city and state and a reference to the March 1 2 
hearing on the “2007 Farm Bill Opportunities for Vermont and the Northeast.”). Please send both 
petition and comments to: Robert Strum, Chief Clerk; US Senate Committee on Agriculture, 
Nutrition and Forestry; Room 328-A Russell Senate Office Building; Washington DC 20510-6000. 
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To Our Congressional Delegation 
Patrick Leahy, Bernie Sanders and Peter Welch 
related to the 

March 12 2007 hearing on 2007 Fans Bill Opportunities 
For Vermont and the Northeast 

Great strides are being made in Burlington’s - and Vermont’s - school food. In a few short 
years, food service staff, students, teachers, farmers and others from the community have 
dramatically increased the consumption of whole, local and fresh foods in our schools. There’s 
great momentum and excitement about continuing these changes, and hopes that eventually the 
entire school-meals program can be transformed. 

But we need increased funding for this to happen. 

We need more funds to pay nearby farmers for their delicious in-season salad greens and winter- 
time carrots. We need more funds to support local food-processors and calzone-makers and 
bakers. We need more funds to outfit our school kitchens and cafeterias with equipment to prepare 
and serve more freshly-made, home-style dishes. And we need more funds so that food-service 
staff can be fairly compensated for their dedicated work and vital contributions to the school 
community. 

Food service staff are at the heart of what makes a school thrive. We greet children in the morning, 
knowing which kids needs extra attention and caring. We greet students at lunchtime, encouraging 
them to enjoy a variety of nutritious foods. With minimal equipment, space and time, we are doing 
our best to serve popular whole, fresh and local foods. Our dream is to provide the best foods to 
everyone in our school community. 

The ground-breaking Farm2School movement - here in Burlington, in Vermont, around the 
country — would not exist without the skills and spirit of food service workers. We ask that we be 
fairly compensated for our central role in Burlington’s school-food transformation. 

Burlington School Food Service Employees, March 2007 
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This petition and any accompanying comments must be postmarked by Friday, March 16, 
2007 (additional comments must include your name, city and state and a reference to the March 12 
hearing on the “2007 Farm Bill Opportunities for Vermont and the Northeast.”). Please send both 
petition and comments to: Robert Strum, Chief Clerk; US Senate Committee on Agriculture, 
Nutrition and Forestry; Room 328-A Russell Senate Office Building; Washington DC 20510-6000. 
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115 STATE STREET 
DRAWER 33 

MONTPELIER, VT 05633-5201 



PHONE: (802) 828-2228 
FAX: (802) 828-2424 


STATE OF VERMONT 

SENATE CHAMBER 


March 19, 2007 


Robert Sturm, Chief Clerk 

U.S. Senate Committee on Agriculture, Nutrition and Forestry 
Room 328- A Russell Senate Office Building 
Washington, DC 20510-6000 

The 2007 Farm Bill and the Northeast Farm Feeding Families 
Dear Committee: 

Along with my duties serving the people of Franklin County and Vermont, I also serve as the 
Chair of the Northeast States Association for Agricultural Stewardship (NSAAS). This 
organization of agriculture legislative leaders from the 10 northeast states, US Virgin Islands and 
Puerto Rico was formed in 1999, in advance of the 2002 Farm Bill to allow us to speak with one 
voice on ag issues affecting our districts, states and region. 

Our top priority is simple, A Farm Bill that creates fair and equitable public policy addressing 
the needs of all regions of the country, including the Northeast. 

The title of our effort is Farms Feeding Families. The more than 150,000 Northeast farms grow 
the food that more than 60 million people purchase and consume. The northeast is a virtual 
market basket of the healthy foods that support healthy families. Food grown closer to 
consumers uses less energy to get to those consumers. In these troubled time it is also important 
to note that food security is homeland security. Agriculture is the economic engine of our rural 
communities providing 17% of the non urban jobs in the northeast. Northeast states Farm Gate 
revenue in 2002 exceeded $1 1 billion. 

Dairy is a critical aspect of any Farm Bill proposal, a strong dairy price support program with 
adequate funding appropriated in the baseline budget. for implementation 

Conservation programs are essential to the northeast. We appreciate the regional equity in the 
2002 Farm Bill. We believe that a regional flex-equity provision; .streamlined application 
process and increased technical assistance would guarantee more good conservation practices on 
the ground in the northeast. 


VT LEG 217127-vl 
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March 19, 2007 


Rural Economic Development programs must be flexible enough to accommodate the needs of 
all rural areas and the support services for rural enterprises 

Risk Management programs must address the needs of all farmers - livestock, specialty crops as 
well as commodity crops 

The research and development in energy, bio fuels or cellulosic or even digesters, must account 
for all scale of operations. 

Finally, the 2007 Farm Bill can be the opportunity to develop a stronger partnership between the 
federal and state governments. The differences in climate, agricultural practices and crops from 
Anchorage, Alaska to Adjuntas, Puerto Rico are vast. States, both executive and legislative 
branches work diligently to understand the issues and opportunities in agriculture and rural 
development every day. Agriculture block grants can provide the flexibility that we need to 
address the needs of our and your constituents in amore timely manner than the current structure. 
We strongly believe that this kind of flexibility will not only provide better, more targeted 
services but also a more efficient use of taxpayer dollars at all levels. 


Sincerely, 


HjtJiL- 

Sr!& 


Sen. Sarah Brannon Kittell 
Franklin County 


VT LEG 217127 .vl 
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•115 STATE STREET 
DRAWER 33 

MONTPELIER, VT 05633-5201 



PHONE: (802) 828-2228 
FAX: (802) 828-2424 


March 19, 2007 


Robert Sturm, Chief Clerk 

U.S. Senate Committee on Agriculture, Nutrition and Forestry 
Room 328-A Russell Senate Office Building 
Washington, DC 20510-6000 

Dear Committee: 


Disaster Relief 

Disaster relief is of critical importance. The damage of the perfect storm of wet weather, high 
energy costs, and low milk prices continues to mount up and the high feed costs have made 
matters worse. Vermont needs relief and we need a Farm Bill that has mechanisms to deal with 
disasters in a timely and efficient manner. 


Dairy 

Dairy policy is an important aspect of any Farm Bill proposal and essential to Vermont where so 
much of our agricultural income comes from dairy products. A strong dairy price support 
program with adequate funding appropriated in the baseline budget for implementation would be 
a good start. Extending the MILC program to be on the same timeframe with the Farm Bill 
would at least put that money in the baseline. In the past Vermont has been at the forefront of 
developing a successful regional approach that is not funded by taxpayer dollars. We are 
working with the other states in our region to develop such an approach but we need the help of 
the Farm Bill. A national structure of five regional dairy districts with separate locally controlled 
boards of directors in each region. Any program needs to include some type of supply control 
mechanism even if participation is voluntary. 

Conservation 

• Most importantly, the Farm Bill should retain and ensure regional equity among the 
conservation programs. Moving away from regional equity would decrease conservation 
funding available in Vermont by over $5 million. Such a decrease in funding would make it 
significantly difficult, if not impossible, for the state and the agency of agriculture to properly 
fund farmers. Consequently, state programs such as the Clean and Clear Action Plan and the 
state agricultural water quality program would fall well short of their goal of a clean Lake 
Champlain and clean state waters. 


VT LEG 217281. vl 
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March 19, 2007 


• Programs available under the Conservation Title of the 2002 Farm Bill provided significant 
assistance to Vermont farmers; helping them install infrastructure on farms, conserve land, 
improve the state’s water quality, and develop bioenergy production. 

• The 2007 Farm Bill should expand funding for the programs authorized by the Conservation 
Title of the Farm bill. 

• The Environmental Quality Incentives Program (EQIP) should be reauthorized and 
expanded, and funding should be available to remedy small, single issue problems, instead of 
the whole-farm fix currently required. 

• The conservation reserve program (CRP) should be reauthorized, funding increased, and the 
overall allowable acreage expanded. 


• We also support the Regional Water Enhancement Program (RWEP) proposed by Secretary 
Johanns that would focus on cooperative approaches to enhancing water quality on a regional 
scale through cooperative, watershed-wide conservation programs. 

• Also, most, if not all, of the programs authorized under the conservation title, would be 
permissible assistance programs under international trade agreements and would not be 
subject to challenge by another member of the World Trade Organization. Consequently, 
expanding assistance for the conservation programs would provide fanners with effective 
and secure assistance programs insulated from trade challenges. 

Energy Title 

• We support Secretary Johanns’ proposal to provide new funding for renewable energy 
research, development and production. However, the funding should not be targeted on 
ethanol production. All forms of bioenergy production on farms should be eligible for 
assistance under the proposed program. 


Rural Economic Development programs must be flexible enough to accommodate the needs of 
all rural areas and the support services for rural enterprises and must be fully funded. 

Risk Management programs must address the needs of all farmers - livestock, specialty crops 
as well as commodity crops 

The research and development in energy - bio fuels or cellulosie or even digesters must account 
for all scale of operations. 


VT LEG 217127.V1 
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March 1° 2007 


Finally, the 2007 Farm Bill can be the opportunity to develop a stronger partnership between the 
federal and state governments. The differences in climate, agricultural practices and crops from 
Anchorage, Alaska to Adjuntas, Puerto Rico are vast. States, both executive and legislative 
branches work diligently to understand the issues and opportunities in agriculture and rural 
development every day. Agriculture block grants can provide the flexibility that we need to 
address the needs of our and your constituents in amore timely manner than the current structure. 
We strongly believe that this kind of flexibility will not only provide better, more targeted 
services but also a more efficient use of taxpayer dollars at all levels. 



Vermont Senate Committee on Agriculture 


VT LEG 217127 .vl 
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VERMONT CITIZENS ADVISORY COMMITTEE (VTCAC) 
ON THE FUTURE OF LAKE CHAMPLAIN 



Michaela Stickney 
Vermont Coordinator 
Lake Champlain Basin Program 
103 South Main Street 
Center Building 
Waterbury, VT 05671 
802-241-3619 

Michaela.stickney@state.vt.ns 


VTCAC Members: 

Buzz Hoerr, Chair 

Jan Peterson, Vice Chair 

Sen. Claire Ayer 

Grant Bush 

Eric Clifford 

Larry Dupont 

Lori Fisher 

Paul Hansen 

Peter Kreise! 

Sandy Kuehn 
Sen. Giitny Lyons 
Rep. Dexter Randall 
Ted Tyler 
Rep. John Zenie 


March 15, 2007 


Mr. Robert Sturm 
Chief Clerk 

US Senate Committee on Agriculture, Nutrition and Forestry 
328 A Russell Building 
Washington, DC 200510 

Dear Mr. Sturm, 

I am writing to submit testimony on the upcoming Ag bill on behalf of the 
Vermont Citizens Advisory Committee on the future of Lake Champlain. 

We have a recommendation this year that Comprehensive Nutrient 
Management Plans be completed and implemented on all farms in Vermont, 
with priority given to 303 D impaired watersheds, most of which in 
Vermont are agricultural lands and most of our nutrient overloading in the 
most stressed parts of the lake are in those watersheds. 

We would recommend that the new bill include sufficient funding for the 
payment to complete these plans on all farms, as they are necessary for 
federal permits as well as the state permits, and focusing funding on this 
task will be a positive return for farmers as well, as they have been in almost 
every case where it was done. Managing manure is not just a water quality 
improvement issue, it is also a farm economic sustainability issue as well. 

I’ve enclosed our 2007 Action plan which outlines this initiative and hope 
the Senate will find a way to including funding to make this happen. Thank 
you for including this in your Vermont testimony. 


Sincerely, 


Buzz Ho&rr, Chair 

Vermont Citizens Advisory Committee 


Cc: Robert Paquin, Vermont Legislative Director for Senator Patrick Leahy 
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Department of Fish & Wildlife (phone] 802-241-3700 Agency Of Natural Resources 

103 South Main St., #10 South [fax] 802-241-3295 

Waterbuty, Vermont 05671-0501 [tdd] 802 - 828-3345 

www. VtFishandWildlife.com 
Wayne A. Laroche, Commissioner 
Telephone: 802-241-3730 


March 16, 2007 


Robert Sturm, Chief Clerk 
US Senate Committee on 
Agriculture, Nutrition and Forestry 
Room 328-A 

Russell Senate Office Building 
Washington, DC 20510-6000 

Dear Mr. Sturm: 

With many Vermont landowners interested in managing their land for wildlife, the need for 
technical and financial assistance remains strong. In recent years, the Vermont Fish and Wildlife 
Department (VTFWD) and the US Department of Agriculture’s (USDA) Natural Resource 
Conservation Service (NRCS) have partnered to provide technical assistance for the USDA’s 
Wildlife Habitat Incentives Program (WHIP). WHIP is a voluntary federal program that helps 
landowners interested in creating and enhancing high quality wildlife habitat on their property. 
Since its implementation in 1998, almost 1 1,000 people have enrolled in the program and are 
improving wildlife habitat on more then 1.6 million acres across the United States. 

The objectives of WHIP are to: 1) implement conservation plans that create, restore, and enhance 
fish and wildlife habitat; 2) provide financial assistance in the form of cost share payments to 
enhance fish and wildlife habitat; 3) provide landowners with technical assistance and 
educational materials regarding wildlife habitat needs; and 4) foster a positive public attitude 
towards wildlife, wildlife habitat, and good land stewardship. NRCS and VTFWD have joined 
forces to achieve these objectives in Vermont with an emphasis on addressing the species 
identified in Vermont’s Wildlife Action Plan. In fact, this Action Plan repeatedly references 
WHIP as a major program for addressing habitat conservation needs. 

The VTFWD hired two habitat specialists to assist NRCS staff with the planning and 
implementation of WHIP contracts. These habitat specialists help develop conservation plans, 
give recommendations on carrying out these plans, and follow up on and certify that practices 
have been completed according to the conservation plan. 



Protecting and conserving our fish, wildlife, plants, and their habitats for the people of Vermont. 
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Currently there are 450 active WHIP contracts on both public and private land in the state of 
Vermont, with 90% of them on private land. The total amount of financial assistance currently 
obligated to landowners in Vermont through these contracts exceeds $2,805 million. These cost 
share payments will help pay for a variety of habitat improvement practices including apple tree 
release and pruning, delayed mowing of grasslands, manual or mechanical cutting to create early 
successional habitat, invasive plant control, stream habitat improvement and management, 
improving fish passage, and restoration of rare or declining habitats. In 2007, 50 to 60 additional 
landowners will be assisted in managing their land for wildlife through WHIP. 

This Department is clearly committed to supporting WHIP in Vermont and believes this 
incentive-based program is very valuable for the conservation of fish and wildlife resources in 
the state. We hope WHIP remains a strong component of the next Farm Bill - particularly by 
maintaining a strong programmatic identity and by developing funding formulas that assure 
regional equity in allocation of those funds. In terms of new funding opportunities, perhaps there 
will be some opportunity to support recreational access for hunters, anglers, and trappers (a so- 
called “green fields” initiative). Finally, additional forestry cost-share programs that improve 
forest management and wildlife habitats included within EQUP should involve state forestry 
agencies in setting funding priorities and program guidelines. 

Sincerely, 

Wayne A. Laroche 

Commissioner 



cpm 

cc: George R. Crombie, Secretary, ANR 

Jonathan Wood, Commissioner, Forests, Parks, and Recreation 
Roger Albee, Secretary, Agency of Agriculture 
Judith Doemer, Vermont NRCS State Conservationist 
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Rob MacLeod 
3881 Ward Hill Rd. 

East Hardwick, VT 05836 


Robert Sturm, Chief Clerk 

US Senate Committee on Agriculture, Nutrition, and Forestry 
Room 328 A Russell Senate Office Building 
Washington, DC 20510-6000 

Comments regarding March 12, 2007 hearing on “2007 Farm Bill Opportunities fro 
Vermont and the Northeast" 

Along with my wife, I operate a medium sized diversified farm in East Hardwick, 
Vennont where we use Management Intensive Grazing (MIG) practices for our herd of 
cows and for our draft horses. Our experiences with this management practice have been 
extremely positive. From May to November, the duration of our growing season, our 
animals receive no feed except grass. After November, we supplement with hay because 
of the decline in palatability caused by cold weather, but continue to graze stockpiled 
grass until the depth of snow makes grazing impossible for the animals. 

We have seen a number of positive results from our intensive grazing practices: 

1 . In four years of implementation we have seen a dramatic increase in the amount 
of forage our pastures can provide. 

2. As a result of more forage, we can support more animals on the same amount of 
land. 

3. We have seen the mix of plant species in the pastures change toward more 
palatable grasses without doing any seeding. 

4. The density of the sod has increased, stabilizing the soil and preventing runoff. 

5. Increased health for our animals. 

6. Impressive weight gains/growth of stock without feeding any grain or 
supplements of any kind other than minerals. 

7. Reduced use of fossil fuels because livestock harvest their own feed. This has an 
overall positive impact on reducing carbon emissions. 

8. Constantly growing green pastures absorb large amounts of carbon dioxide. 

The only amendments we have added were 2 tons of lime/acre several years ago. 

My wife and I have made these management changes because we believe the benefits are 
worthwhile. We have done so completely on our own because assistance and support for 
this type of farming, both financial and technical, is limited. While we have done as 
much as we can, there is so much more we could do to further improve our grazing and 
land management practices. 

Our farm is admittedly a tiny microcosm. However, every farm I see that properly uses 
management intensive grazing practices is characterized by lush, verdant pastures, with 
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the associated benefits to soil and animal health. The distinction between intensively 
managed pastures and those that are continuously grazed is immediately apparent to even 
a casual observer. 

When 1 drive around the state of Vermont, I see many pastures that are poorly managed. 
Grasses are overgrazed, so there is little or no sod to hold the soil in place on steep slopes 
or along flood plains. All of these contribute to poor water quality and declining soil 
fertility. 

The need for more and better resources to support good grazing practices is extreme. The 
University of Vermont had a world class professor and researcher of intensive grazing in 
Bill Murphy, but when he retired his position was not replaced. That was to the 
detriment of farmers in Vermont and the Northeast. His position needs to be replaced. 

Management Intensive Grazing is a remedy for many environmental issues associated 
with agriculture. Maintaining and even increasing funding for this management practice 
is a cost effective way to improve ecosystems, increase farm profitability, and, 1 believe, 
improve the quality of life for farm families. It is an extremely cost effective use of the 
peoples’ tax dollars. 

Sincerely, 



Rob MacLeod 
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Robert Sturm, Chief Clerk 
US Senate Committee on Agriculture 

Nutrition and Forestry Room 328-A Russell Senate Office Building 
Washington, DC 20510-6000 


Sara Smith 
1611 Harbor Rd. 
Shelburne, VT 05482 


Dear Mr. Sturm, 


I am writing with regards to the proposed 2007 Farm Bill. I am currently a 
member of the Board of Directors of the Vermont Grass Farmers Association, the state 
GLCI advisory committee. I am also a fanner myself. I am very concerned about the 
focus of the 2007 on com based agricultural for ethanol production. Our country needs 
to work towards sustainability not fuel production. 

The Farm Bill needs to be directed to supporting more sustainable food 
production methods. Grazing animals uses very little energy and has long-term 
environmental benefits. The Farm Bill should continue to support programs such as the 
GLCI and NRCS conservation programs. Funding research and supports for grass-based 
fanning is very important to the members of our organization. We represent 500 + 
farmers in Vermont and the adjacent states. 

I believe that the funding requests supported by the Northeast Pasture Consortium 
will help to support fanners throughout the Eastern seaboard. I also support the agenda 
of the National Campaign for sustainable Ag. 


Sincerely, 



Sam Smith 



193 



Vermont Land Trust 

Conserving Land for the Future of Vermont 


March 16, 2007 


8 Bailey Avenue 
Montpelier, VT OS 602 
(802) 223-5234 
(802) 223-4223 fax 
(800) 639-170'? toll-free 
www.vlt.org 


Regional Offices 

Central Vermont 
8 Bailey Avenue 
Montpelier, VT 05602 
(802) 223-5234 

Champlain Valley 
P.O. Box 850 
Richmond, VT 05477 
(802)434-3079 

Northeast Kingdom 
P.O. Box 427 
St.Johnsbury, VT 05819 
(802) 748-6089 

Southeast Vermont 
and Mountain Valley 
54 Linden Street 
BrattJeboro, VT 05301 
(802) 251-6008 

Southwest Vermont 
and Mettowee Valley 
10 Furnace Grove Road 
Bennington, VT 05201 
(802)442-4915 


IS 


Robert Sturm, Chief Clerk 

U.S. Senate Committee on Agriculture, Nutrition and Forestry 
Room 328-A Russell Senate Office Building 
Washington, DC 20510-6000 

Re: March 12, 2007 hearing on “2007 Farm Bill 

Opportunities for Vermont and the Northeast” 

Honorable Senators: 

The Vermont Land Trust (VLT) is a nonprofit organization that works with 
individuals, organizations, and communities to conserve land for the future of 
Vermont. A major focus of VLT is to conserve working farms by acquiring 
development rights. Since its creation in 1977, VLT has conserved 160,000 
acres of agricultural land in over 600 agricultural parcels. In some cases the 
farm owner donated all or part of the value of the conservation easement, but 
more often VLT has purchased the development rights on these farms using 
grants from various public agencies, private foundations, or individuals. The 
majority of VLT farm easements have been funded through the Vermont 
Housing and Conservation Board (VHCB). In recent years nearly all of our 
easements funded through VHCB have had 50 percent of the funding from the 
Federal Farm and Ranchland Protection Program (FRPP). 

I. Milk Pricing 

Before launching into suggestions for improving the FRPP, we would first like 
to express our deep concern about the economic crisis of the Vermont dairy 
farmers. Vennont dairy farms will not be able survive long with low milk 
prices and escalating feed and fuel costs. There must be a long term solution. 
The State of Vermont has helped with over 1 1 million dollars of emergency 
payments to dairy farmers, but what Vermont farmers need is a change in the 
system for pricing milk. We at VLT are not experts in the intricacies of milk 
marketing. However, we strongly support the efforts of Farmers Working 
Together and their recommendations that: 

1 . The pricing of Class I milk must be decoupled from the pricing of Class 
II and III milk; 
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2. The pricing system must be regionalized to assure that a safe supply of milk is available 
in each region of the country, priced in a manner that reflects production costs in each 
region of the country; 

3. The pricing system should include a method to manage milk supply through regional 
supply controls. 

We urge you to tackle these complex and difficult issues immediately, before it is too late and we 
lose a critical mass of farmers to support a dairy economy in Vermont. 

II. FRPP Administration 

VLT has been awarded funding for farm projects through VHCB for over ten years through the 
Farms for the Future Program and recently FRPP. With the passage of time the rules and 
regulations have become more bureaucratic and more cumbersome, forcing redundant oversight 
and placing increased administrative and financial burdens on farmers and on VLT, VHCB, and 
the other farmland conservation partners. These changes are not moving the program in the right 
direction! The one-size-fits-all approach fails to recognize the incredibly diverse nature of 
agriculture — in terms of land resource, type and scale of operation, type of crops, markets and 
production methods — that exists throughout the country. 

VLT believes that states with established programs and with documented track records of 
successful project selection and stewardship of conserved farms should be given the ability, 
through a certification process, to manage the funds according to appropriate rules and oversight. 
This would be a far more cost-effective and efficient way to administer FRPP, and would lead to 
a more successful outcome for all concerned, including most importantly the farmers who 
participate in the program. 

In addition, VLT strongly opposes NRCS’s decision to re-characterize its “contingent right,” and 
to require that the United States be identified as a grantee in the easement. We disagree that it is 
legally necessary, especially in a state such as Vermont where we already have three co-holders 
on each farm easement: VHCB (a quasi-state agency), the Vermont Agency of Agriculture (a 
state agency), and a land trust. All three co-holders must already agree to any requests for 
approvals or changes received from the landowner, resulting in a solid system of checks and 
balances for stewarding farm easements. The prospect of all three co-holders failing to enforce 
the easement, and all three co-holders attempting to divest themselves of the easement, is 
extremely remote. 
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The fanners VLT has spoken with about this change have uniformly reacted very negatively, and 
we expect that this will affect participation in the program. Although NRCS claims that its 
proposed clarification of its property rights will not change the relationship it has with its 
partners, and will not result in the federal government becoming involved in the day-to-day task 
of stewarding farm easements, this assertion does little to reassure fanners who are considering 
selling a permanent easement. We recommend that NRCS stick with the “contingent rights” 
language agreed to previously. 

VLT deeply appreciates the funding Vermont has received from FRPP but would like to work 
with Vermont’s Congressional Delegation to revise FRPP so it can better serve this country’s 
farmers who conserve their land for future generations of fanners. 

We appreciate the opportunity to submit this testimony and thank the Committee for convening 
its hearing in Vermont. 

Sincerely, 



Gil Livingston, 

President 


cc: Hon. Senator Patrick Leahy 

Hon. Senator Bemie Sanders 
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Our mission is to develop 
farm- and land-based 
enterprises that generate 
economic and social 
opportunity while 
preserving natural 
resources. 


180 Intervale Road 
Burlington,.'/! 0540! 
Phone:802-660.0440 
Fax:802-658.8075 
www.intervale.org 


March 15, 2007 

Mr. Robert Sturm, Chief Clerk 

U.S. Senate Committee on Agriculture, Nutrition and Forestry 
Room 328-A Russell Senate Office Building 
Washington, DC 20510-6000 

RE: 2007 Farm Bill Testimony 

Dear Mr. Sturm, 

My name is Kit Perkins. I am the Executive Director of the Intervale Center, 
a non-profit organization promoting sustainable agriculture and strong local 
food systems, located in Burlington, Vermont. I attended the March 12 th 
public healing on “2007 Farm Bill Opportunities for Vermont and the 
Northeast” at the Vermont statehouse. The following is my written testimony 
about the proposed 2007 Farm Bill. 

Rather than repeating language already prepared by others, 1 would like to 
express my strong support for testimony submitted by the following 
individuals and organizations: 

• Enid Wonacott, Executive Director, Northeast Organic Fanning 
Association in Vermont (NOFA VT) 

• Vermont Food Education Every Day (VT FEED) (Shelburne Farms, 
NOFA VT, Foodworks) 

• Burlington School Food Project, Bonnie Acker 

Specifically, I believe that the Farm Bill must help overcome barriers and 
improve systems and mechanisms to ensure that locally sourced food is 
available in local schools and institutions. School districts must be enabled to 
generate sufficient funds to buy fresh healthy food, and support local farmers. 
The positive health, education and economic impact of healthy food in school 
cafeterias is profound, ranging from better physical health, better 
concentration in school, healthier families and better markets for local 
farmers. Geographic preference must be given to local regions for USDA 
commodities going to public schools, i.e. Vermont food should go into 
Vermont schools, to support Vermont school children and Vermont farmers. 

Traditionally, the Farm Bill has focused on support for large scale, commodity 
farms, dairy in particular. While I am 1 00% supportive of creating better 
prices and market conditions for dairy farmers in Vermont, we must ensure 
that the growing and successful market for small and medium scale diversified 
farms and products has adequate federal recognition and support. In 
particular, regulations for food processing centers, and slaughtering and meat 
processing facilities currently are prohibitively costly for smaller scale 
livestock farmers. 
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With the growing market demand for healthy, local, organic meats, smaller 
scale producers must have access to affordable and local meat and fresh 
produce processing facilities, or have the opportunity to slaughter and process 
on site that is legal and safe. Shipping animals to distant slaughterhouses and 
meat processing/packaging plants, only to ship the packaged meat back into 
the state for sale does not make economic or good health sense. 

The Farm Viability program in Vermont (facilitated through the Vermont 
Housing and Conservation Board) has proven to be extremely successful in 
helping all kinds of farms become more successful businesses. This program 
should be strongly supported and expanded. The results from this relatively 
modest investment in on-farm technical assistance has had a measurable 
positive impact on farm business performance, ranging from increased net 
income to increased market opportunities to more efficient production 
systems. This program has delivered an excellent return on investment and 
should be expanded to reach a greater number of farmers in Vermont and 
other states. 

Lastly, the Farm Bill should address how to establish pricing and policy 
mechanisms for increasing purchasing of local farm products by larger scale 
retail market outlets. 

Thank you for your time and attention. 

Sincerely, 


Kit Perkins 

Executive Director, ext. 1 03 
kit@intervale.org 
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Robert Sturm, Chief Clerk 

U.S. Senate Committee Agriculture, Nutrition and Forestry 
Room 328-A Russell Senate Office Building 
Washington, DC 205 10-6000 

Re: March 12 hearing on “2007 Farm Bill Opportunities for Vermont and the Northeast.” 
Dear Senator Leahy and Mr. Sturm: 

On behalf of Audubon Vermont, I am submitting testimony to be included in the record of 
the March 12, 2007 Field Hearing for the “2007 Farm Bill,” held in Montpelier. Audubon 
Vermont thanks you for all you have done to promote the conservation of working lands in 
past Farm Bills by creating programs like the Forest Legacy Program, Conservation 
Reserve Program, and the Wildlife Habitat Incentives Program, Wetlands Reserve Program 
Environmental Quality Incentives Program and others. These programs are making a 
measurable difference in protecting important wildlife habitat, water quality and sound 
stewardship practices. 

Audubon Vermont believes the 2007 Farm Bill can be a positive force for promoting the 
conservation of our working landscape and the wildlife habitat it provides. The Northern 
Forest is home to the greatest diversity of breeding bird species in the continental United 
States, These neo-tropical migratory birds have in some cases 90% of their global 
population breeding in this region, and many of these birds are seeing long-term declines. 
Audubon recently launched a multi-year Forest Bird Initiative to protect large numbers of 
these birds and critical forest habitat through community conservation efforts. Since a great 
deal of the Northern Forest is privately owned - 85% of Vermont - engaging private 
landowners is critical to success. The Farm Bill forestry title programs can help address the 
habitat needs of these neo-tropical migratory birds by providing landowners with a wide- 
range of technical assistance, stewardship planning and land conservation options. 

Audubon Vermont wants to reaffirm our strong support for programs in the 2007 Farm Bill 
that support forest stewardship, conservation, and the forest-based economy and to 
encourage your leadership for forests as the Farm Bill is developed over the coming 
months. 


The 2007 Farm Bill should provide increased funding for cost-share and incentive 
programs that support good forest stewardship and slow the parcelization of 
forestland: The Farm Bill should provide increased funding to help private landowners 
and municipalities manage their lands to high standards through programs like the Forest 
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Land Enhancement Program, Environmental Quality Incentives Program, Wildlife Habitat 
Incentives Program, cooperative extension forestry programs. Farms for the Future, and 
other programs with forestry components. Strong funding for traditional programs will 
help landowners to hold large parcels and steward them well. Important modifications to 
Farm Bill cost-share programs should also be explored that would increase their 
effectiveness, including tightened prioritization, geographic focus, and performance-based 
accountability. There should also be exploration of how the Farm Bill could help establish 
mechanisms that would provide market-based incentives to private landowners to provide 
ecosystem services. 

The 2007 Farm Bill should provide increased support for forest conservation: The 

Farm Bill should support forest conservation projects that slow fragmentation and 
parcelization and keep forests intact for natural values, forestry, and recreation. Since 
1990, The Forest Legacy Program has been a successful important tool in protecting forest 
habitat. The funding for this program needs to be increased to address the growing interest 
in the program. In addition, methods for streamlining and speeding up the approval process 
should be explored. In our region a limited number of qualified appraisers adds to the time 
it takes to complete a Legacy project. New standards or opportunities to train qualified 
appraisers should be explored. 

The 2007 Farm Bill should provide increased support for state forest stewardship and 
research programs: The Farm Bill should provide increased support for private forest 
landowners and communities through the U.S. Forest Service and our state forestry 
agencies’ delivery of the Forest Stewardship Program, Forest Land Enhancement Program, 
Urban and Community Forestry Program, cooperative extension forestry programs, and 
others. The technical assistance and access to funding provided by these dedicated 
professionals are essential support for private landowners and municipalities to meet their 
conservation and stewardship goals. These programs should be directed to incorporate 
wildlife needs into forest plans and provide cost-share funds for wildlife conservation 
practices. The Farm Bill should also provide increased funding for forest health 
monitoring, control, and research, Forest Inventory and Analysis, and other related 
programs that support effective forest stewardship. 

The 2007 Farm Bill should provide increased support for our forest-based economy: 

The Farm Bill should provide increased support for a suite of existing or revised forest- 
based economic development programs, consistent with the goals of the Economic Action 
Program, that help communities and businesses maximize forest-based economic 
opportunities. The Farm Bill should also include grant programs to support value-added 
production and markets. 

In addition to the forest programs discussed above Audubon Vermont also strongly 
supports the programs that help our agricultural community address the wildlife habitat on 
their lands. Grassland nesting birds are experiencing serious population declines. The 
WHIP program’s cost-share funds can help farmers delay mowing but currently the 
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amount per acres is very low. In the future, the program should increase the amount of 
money available for delayed mowing. 

Thank you for the opportunity to provide this input to your process. We look forward to 
working with you to create a Farm Bill that will be regarded as strong conservation 
legislation. 

Sincerely, 



Jim Shallow 

'Conservation and Policy Director 

Cc: Senator Leahy 

Senator Sanders 
Representative Welch 
Governor Douglas 
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March 15, 2007 


Energy 


Robert Sturm 
Chief Clerk 

U.S. Senate Committee on Agriculture, Nutrition and Forestry 
Room 328-A 

Russell Senate Office Building 
Washington, D.C. 20510-6000 

Re: 2007 Farm Bill Opportunitie s for Vermont and the Northeast 

Members of the Senate Committee on Agriculture, Nutrition and Forestry: 

The Clean Energy States Alliance (CESA) submits these comments for placement in the official 
hearing record for the Vermont Field Hearing of the Senate Agriculture Committee, held in 
Montpelier, Vermont on March 12, 2007. 

The Clean Energy State Alliance is a non-profit, multi-state coalition of state clean energy funds 
and programs working together to develop and promote clean energy technologies. CESA 
represents these state funds and serves to coordinate their common goals. CESA, with its state 
members individually and collectively, seeks to identify and address barriers to the development 
and growth of viable renewable energy resources in the United States. Fourteen state clean 
energy programs are CESA members, including Arizona, California, Connecticut, Illinois, 
Massachusetts, Minnesota, New Jersey, Minnesota, Oregon, New York, New Mexico, 
Wisconsin, Pennsylvania, and Ohio. We direct you to our website, ■ Iciuiencrgy-sratcs.pr;^ 
for detailed information on CESA’s members and activities. 5 * * * * * * 12 


5 Clean Energy States Alliance Membership List - 2006-2007 

1 . Arizona Department of Commerce - Energy Office 

2. California Energy Commission 

3. Connecticut Clean Energy Fund 

4. Energy Trust of Oregon 

5. Illinois Clean Energy Community Foundation 

6. Massachusetts Technology Collaborative Renewable Energy Trust 

7. Pennsylvania Electric Company Sustainable Energy Fund of the Community 

8. Foundation for the Alleghenies 

9. Metropolitan Edison Company Sustainable Energy Fund of The Berics County Community Foundation (PA) 

10. New Jersey BPU/DEP Clean Energy Program 

11. New Mexico Energy Conservation and Management 

12. New York State Energy Research & Development Authority (NYSERDA) 

13. Ohio Department of Development Energy Loan Fund 

14. Rhode Island Renewable Energy Fund 

15. Sustainable Development Fund (TRF, PA) 

16. West Penn Power Sustainable Energy Fund 

17. Wisconsin Department of Administration 

1 8. Xcei Energy Renewable Development Fund (Minnesota) . 

Clean Energy States Alliance • 50 State Street • Montpelier. VT 05602 
(802) 223-2554 • fax (802) 223-4967 
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The state clean energy programs, represented by CESA, provide funding and other support to 
renewable energy projects, such as wind, biomass, and solar projects. In recent years, many of 
our state members have targeted incentives and grants to farm-based biogas systems because of 
the energy, economic, and environmental benefits of these systems. Our member states have 
invested in these farm-based biogas systems because they recognize that these systems provide 
tremendous public benefits by helping fanners to address high energy costs, reduce methane 
emissions and odor, manage manure, and protect public waters. 

The CESA state programs have become an important catalyst for the development of dairy 
biogas systems in the United States. However, the success of the states in promoting this farm- 
based renewable energy technology has been tremendously enhanced by the federal 
government’s support for these state efforts through the Section 9006 program. Today, Section 
9006 is helping farmers to produce clean energy, manage manure, and supplement farm income, 
by providing critical grant support to the deployment of anaerobic digester systems. With 
Section 9006 support, CESA’s state members, including New York, California, Wisconsin, 
Pennsylvania, and Oregon, have developed new programs to encourage farmers to use anaerobic 
digestion to provide a renewable source of energy. 

As the first federal agricultural program to significantly increase investments in renewable 
energy and energy efficiency for the farms. Section 9006 of the 2002 Farm Bill has already 
proven to be a success and effective. CESA believes that a continued state and federal co- 
funding partnership, with reauthorization of the Section 9006 program, is a key foundation for 
realizing the growing interest by this nation’s farm community in the use of anaerobic digester 
technology to address manure management issues while providing a source of renewable energy. 
The upfront capital costs of anaerobic digesters are substantial and this technology poses 
financial challenges for fanners. Therefore, state and federal support is the linchpin to making 
this clean energy technology work for farms. 

For these reasons, CESA submits these comments to urge Congress to support funding the 
valuable Section 9006 Renewable Energy Systems and Energy Efficiency Improvements 
Program in the 2007 Farm Bill. We also offer several recommendations that we believe will 
make the Section 9006 program even more effective in promoting the deployment of anaerobic 
digester systems across the nation: 

1 . Significantly increase the Section 9006 funding to help fanners reduce energy bills and 
build new income opportunities through farm-based renewable energy of all types. 

2. Establish a research and development fund, including demonstration projects, to support 
cost effective development and deployment of anaerobic and other manure to energy 
digester technologies that are viable for small to mid-sized farms. 

3. Establish special funding for pilot projects to explore biogas conversion of crops, as a 
supplement to manure, to increase power production and the economic viability of 


2 The California Energy Commission takes no position on these recommendations, at this time, due to the lack of 
time fot; the Commission to review the CESA comments. 
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anaerobic digestion technology applications (this concept is operational and highly 
successfiil in Europe, especially in Germany). 

4. Provide funding for USDA to provide block grants to states for creation of state 
revolving loan funds and loan guarantees to assist farms in financing renewable power 
generation and the associated etectric distribution infrastructure requirements typically 
lacking in rural America. 

5. Revise the Section 9006 program to increase the percentage of total project costs that can 
be funded through grants beyond the current 25% limit. 

6. Increase the percentage of total project costs that Section 9006 can guarantee. The 
current limits on loan guarantees (50% of total project costs for a loan guarantee only 
and 50% of total project costs reduced by any Section 9006 grant received) make project 
financing difficult for farmers. Streamline the application procedures for loan 
guarantees for smaller loan amounts (e.g., projects under $5 million). 

7. Establish funding for the creation of a national “manure to energy” database to track the 
cost and performance of farm-based digester systems. Such a database will facilitate 
private financial investment in this technology, and help to overcome the uncertainty 
about process performance and the financial viability of this technology application. 

In summary, we urge you to strengthen and improve the effectiveness of the Section 9006 
program, with the changes recommended above, to assist farmers to expand agriculture-based 
renewable energy production. The federal investment in farm to energy digester technology is 
warranted by the significant public benefits that are achieved in addition to the direct economic 
support for farmers. 

Sincerely, 

va — 

Mark Sinclair 

Deputy Director 

Clean Energy States Alliance 
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Vermont's Agricultural Future 
John McClaughry 

Caledonian Record , November 1 , 2005 

The Undersecretary of the U.S. Department of Agriculture came to Burlington last week 
to seek citizen input on farm policy and rural development. One wonders why anyone 
from even as close as Milton or 

Hinesburg would journey to Burlington (in a snowstorm) to deliver a three minute 
commentary. But the subject matter is important, and some creative thinking is in order. 

Vermont fanning means, principally, dairy farming. Because of its economic impact, its 
influence on the Vermont landscape, and its historic contribution to Vermont's character 
and traditions, the future of the dairy industry is very important to the state. For the past 
40 years national dairy policy debates have revolved around one big issue: too much 
milk. Even as small dairy farms have steadily disappeared in Vermont and across the 
nation, milk production has marched steadily upward. The major reason for this is the 
effect of a web of Federal dairy support programs. In a politically popular attempt to 
"preserve the family farm", those programs give dairy farmers incentives to produce ever 
more milk, even as consumers (unwisely) shift their preferences from dairy products 
toward margarine and soft drinks. 

Since the 1930s Federal Milk Marketing Orders have set floor prices that handlers must 
pay to farmers for milk. The orders include regional price differentials, to keep lower cost 
Midwestern milk from driving out higher cost regional production. When too much 
production drives market prices below a specified level, the Federal government buys up 
butter, cheese and dry milk pow'der. Support programs encourage production. Excess 
production drives down price. So periodic attempts have been made to curb production at 
the same time as other policies are stimulating it. Notable among them was the dairy 
diversion program of the early 1980s, followed by a whole herd buyout. The latter curbed 
production for five years, after which it took off again. 

In 1996 Congress was persuaded to ratify a six-state Northeastern Interstate Dairy 
Compact, a price-fixing cartel that allowed a dairy -dominated commission to force 
handlers (and ultimately consumers) to pay higher prices for milk. This produced a 
backlash from urban consumers and counterattack from Midwestern dairy interests who 
saw the Compact as an internal trade barrier to protect higher priced New 
England milk from lower priced Midwestern imports. The Compact expired in 2001, and 
was succeeded by the MILC program. Under it, the government makes payments to 
farmers to support the price they get on their first 2.4 million pounds per farm per year. 
MILC expired on September 30, and the Vermont Congressional delegation is working 
feverishly to get it reinstated. 

Dairy organizations have spent great time and effort lobbying the federal government to 
fix milk prices so they will get what they conceive to be a "fair" price for their milk. With 
the demise of the Compact and the eventual if not immediate demise of the MILC 
subsidy, more dairy farmers may at last come to realize that their economic success will 
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not come from government market rigging, trade barriers, and taxpayer subsidies, but 
from competing creatively and aggressively in a marketplace that now includes all of the 
world. New Zealand offers an instructive example. In the early 1980s New Zealand’s 
government had spent the country into the poorhouse. In an earth-shaking reversal of 
policy, the Labour government installed in 1984 tossed out the entire web of price fixing, 
privileges, protection, and subsidies. It told its industries, including agriculture, that 
virtually overnight they would have to get efficient, compete, and either succeed or 
disappear. 

New Zealand farmers rose to the challenge. Today they are the world's most efficient 
dairy producers. They rely on low-input, ecologically sensitive, management-intensive 
grazing. Some farmers disappeared in the transition, but the innovative, aggressive 
survivors have now defined world-class efficient dairy farming. Some pioneering 
Vermont dairy farmers have gotten the message and have become more profitable than 
many old fashioned high-investment confined feeding operations. Examples are the 
Yandow farm in Swanton, the Chase farm in Holland, and the Forgues farm in Alburg 
Springs. The UVM Center for Sustainable Agriculture and the Vermont Grass Farmers 
Association have been important sources of support, along with the UVM Extension 
Service, NOFA, Shelburne Farms, and the Intervale Foundation. They have helped farms 
improve profits by organic certification, waste-to-energy systems, direct to consumer 
marketing, on-farm processing, farm tourism, and exotic crops (llamas, ginseng, fallow 
deer, emus, water buffalo, specialty cheese, chevon, etc.) Simply dropping all 
government support for dairy farms overnight, as New Zealand did, would be too much 
of a shock. In time, however, Vermont's dairy farmers will prosper from having more 
freedom to innovate and compete in the marketplace. As their hardy forebears did long 
ago when the state was new, they will succeed by relying on their own ingenuity and hard 
work, instead of pleading for an undependable government to guarantee them a special 
deal. 

John McClaughry is President of the Ethan Allen Institute. He was 
formerly the Executive Secretary of the Cabinet Council on Food and 
Agriculture in the Reagan White House. 
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March 15, 2007 
Robert Sturm, Chief Clerk 

U.S. Senate Committee on Agriculture, Nutrition and Forestry 
Room 328-A Russell Senate Office Building 
Washington, DC 20510-6000 


Dear Mr. Sturm, 

Please accept the enclosed written comments for the official hearing record for 
the March 12, 2007 hearing on 2007 Farm Bill Opportunities for Vermont and the 
Northeast, held in Montpelier, Vermont. 

These comments are submitted by Board President Mr. Gregory Cox of West 
Rutland, Vermont. 

Sincerely, 

India Burnett Farmer 

Coordinator, Rutland Area Farm and Food Link 
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2007 Farm Bill 

Formal Comments on March 12 hearing, “2007 Farm Bill Opportunities for 
Vermont and the Northeast” 

Submitted by Greg Cox, Board President, Rutland Area Farm and Food Link, West 
Rutland, VT 

The Rutland Area Farm and Food Link is a non-profit operating in the Rutland Region of 
Vermont. We are directed and supported by a diverse range of fanners, community 
members and agricultural support agencies. As an organization, we are committed to a 
diverse and thriving agricultural industry in Rutland County, Vermont. 

To this end, the organization is working towards a viable agricultural economy for 
Rutland County by recognizing the importance of: a diverse agricultural industry 
connected to its local communities and consumers. 

Through intensive public involvement and discussion between our partners, the Rutland 
Area Farm and Food Link feels that a focus on strengthening regional food systems is 
essential for long-term food security. Currently, Vermonters are dependent on food and 
other goods produced and transported to us from national and international locations. 
Many national and global factors could affect the ability for Vermonter’s to access the 
range of agricultural products accessible to them today, including rising prices of foreign 
oil. This, in addition to the identified desire of Rutland County residents for all members 
of our population to have access to fresh, healthy, locally produced food in their homes, 
workplaces, educational and health care institutions, guides the long-term work plan of 
the Rutland Area Farm and Food Link. 

The Rutland Area Farm and Food Link has identified four interconnected goals that must 
be reached to address the needs outlined above. 

Goals: 

1) Distribution networks and processing infrastructure meet the region’s needs 

2) The market demand for local agricultural products increases 

3) Production capacity is available to meet increased market demand and aid local 
farmers in reach new agricultural markets 

4) Community pride for the working landscape is strengthened 

Our work is filling a need that Statewide programs can complement, but not fulfill. 
The 2007 Farm Bill should support regional food system planning and work that is 
happening at a regional level to address future food security and agricultural 
viability. 



208 


Rutland Area Farm and Food Link Work Plan Areas: 

DISTRIBUTION NETWORKS, PROCESSING & MARKET INFRASTRUCTURE 

Distribution networks and processing infrastructure are the backbone of Rutland 
County’s agricultural industry. The efficient movement of farm products from farm to 
market, and the ability to process those products to meet the needs of a variety of markets 
are essential components of a secure and sustainable food system. RAFFL seeks to 
understand these systems and work to address the current gaps that are precluding 
farmers from reaching new markets. 

Projects 

- Assessment of agricultural distribution options for inefficiencies and gaps 

- Processing Infrastructure Feasibility Study to identify processing demand and needs 
for Rutland County farmers 

- Aid the County’s educational institutions in increasing the use of locally grown food 
in their cafeterias, to ensure access to fresh and nutritious food for all students and to 
open new agricultural markets for farmers. 

- Pursue the establishment of a Year Round Farmer’s Market to provide retail space for 
and consumer access to local food throughout the year. 

MARKET DEMAND 

Increasing market demand for locally produced agricultural products is integral to 
ensuring the future viability of Rutland County farms. Increasing farmer profits by 
expanding direct marketing options, understanding what agricultural markets are 
currently being met and where there are gaps, increasing the visibility and recognition of 
local products and increasing overall demand through consumer education are priorities 
for RAFFL in this area. 

Projects 

- Produce the yearly Locally Grown Guide, a consumer tool for locating local 
agricultural products and learning about the County’s farms and food system 

- Promotion of Rutland County Agricultural Products through the Heart of Vermont 
Branding Campaign 

- Continued surveying of consumer attitudes towards the consumption of locally grown 
food 

- Tasting events focused on reconnecting residents with food producers and developing 
local markets for Rutland County agricultural products. 
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PRODUCTION CAPACITY 

As the demand for Rutland County agricultural products increases, a focus on new 
fanners and production expansion is needed. A variety of factors are involved in 
ensuring production capacity including supporting beginning farmers, protecting prime 
agricultural soils and building supportive relationships between the farming community. 
Ensuring the active farming of agricultural soils is the best way to preserve this essential 
non-renewable resource. 

Projects 

- New Farmer Support: Community Farm and Agricultural Resource Center, a major 
project of RAFFL, will be a starting place for new farmers, helping to alleviate the 
initial capital investments and costs associated with farm startup. By providing farm 
space and equipment for beginning farmers to rent, they are allowed to focus on 
building their markets, developing a strong business plan, and determining efficient 
and effective growing techniques. This will ensure that when they do make the 
transition from the incubator farm to a farm of their own, they will be investing in an 
economically viable, pre-existing business. 

- Farmers’ Gathering, an annual meeting for farmers to discuss agricultural issues 
impacting the operation and economic sustainability of their farms. 

Assessment of development impact on agricultural lands. Large development 
proposals in Rutland, specifically the proposed relocation of the rail switching yard 
from downtown Rutland to a 77 acre parcel of prime agricultural lands and 
functioning wetlands, is an important role in ensuring the preservation of agricultural 
soils necessary to the food security of the Rutland region. 
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March 15,2007 


Robert Sturm 
Chief Clerk 

U.S. Senate Committee on Agriculture, Nutrition and Forestry 
Room 328-A 

Russell Senate Office Building 
Washington, D.C. 205 1 0-6000 

Re: 2007 Farm Bill Opportunities for Vermont and the Northeast 

Members of the Senate Committee on Agriculture, Nutrition and Forestry: 

We, the undersigned, submit these comments for placement in the official hearing record 
for the Vermont Field Hearing of the Senate Agriculture Committee, held in Montpelier, 
Vermont on March 12, 2007. 

We comprise a broad coalition of Vermont organizations, utilities, farmers, and 
individuals that are working together to assist Vermont farmers to develop biogas 
projects. These renewable energy systems provide tremendous public benefits by helping 
farmers to address high energy and bedding costs, reduce methane emissions and odor, 
manage manure, reduce pathogens, and protect public waters. Here in Vermont, farm 
biogas production represents a significant opportunity to improve the economic viability 
of the state’s struggling farms. A key catalyst for the development of further dairy biogas 
systems in Vermont and throughout the nation is the 2007 Farm Bill, particularly Section 
9006. We submit these comments to urge Congress to support funding the valuable 
Section 9006 Renewable Energy Systems and Energy Efficiency Improvements Program 
in the 2007 Farm Bill, 

Today, Section 9006 is helping farmers to produce clean energy, cut costs, and 
supplement farm income, by providing critical grant support to the deployment of 
anaerobic digester systems. Section 9006 enjoys strong multi-stakeholder support among 
a range of farm, environmental, energy, and consumer organizations. With Section 9006 
support, several states, including Vermont, New York, California, Wisconsin, 
Pennsylvania, Washington, Oregon, and Colorado have developed new programs to 
encourage farmers to use anaerobic digestion to provide a renewable source of energy. 

As the first agricultural program to significantly increase investments in renewable 
energy and energy efficiency for the farm and rural business sectors, Section 9006 of the 
2002 Farm Bill has already proven to be a success and effective. During its first three 
years, Section 9006 invested $61 .8 million in 270 renewable energy projects, according 
to the U.S. Department of Agriculture (USDA). 

In Vermont, the Section 9006 program is a key to realizing the growing interest by the 
state’s farm community in the use of anaerobic digester technology to address manure 
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management issues while providing a source of renewable energy. The upfront capital 
costs of anaerobic digesters are substantial; this technology poses financial challenges for 
Vermont’s comparatively smaller-sized and economically hard-pressed farms. However, 
many of the societal benefits of these anaerobic digester systems are regional and 
national in scale and therefore appropriate for federal taxpayer support. Federal support 
is the linchpin to making this clean energy technology work for Vermont farms. 

We have several recommendations that we believe have great potential to make the 
Section 9006 program even more effective in promoting the deployment of anaerobic 
digester systems not only in Vermont but across the nation: 

1 . Significantly increase the Section 9006 funding to help farmers reduce energy 
bills and build new income opportunities through farm-based renewable energy 
of all types. 

2. Establish a research and development fund, including demonstration projects, to 
support cost effective development and deployment of anaerobic and other 
“manure to energy” digester technologies that are viable for small to mid-sized 
farms (< 500 cows). This research and development fund could also be made 
available to explore improvement of the conversion efficiency of anaerobic 
digester technology and new uses of manure for energy generation and utilization 
of byproducts of the process, among other objectives. 

3. Establish special funding for pilot projects to explore biogas conversion of crops, 
as a supplement to manure, to increase power production and the economic 
viability of anaerobic digestion technology applications (this concept is 
operational and highly successful in Europe, especially in Germany). 

4. Provide funding for USDA to provide block grants to states for creation of state 
revolving loan funds and loan guarantees to assist farms in financing renewable 
power generation and the associated electric distribution infrastructure 
requirements typically lacking in rural America. 

5. Revise the Section 9006 program to increase the percentage of total project costs 
that can be funded through grants beyond the current 25% limit. 

6. Increase the percentage of total project costs that Section 9006 can guarantee. 

The current limits on loan guarantees (50% of total project costs for a loan 
guarantee only and 50% of total project costs reduced by any Section 9006 grant 
received) make project financing difficult for farmers. 

7. Under the current program, all projects over $200,000 in cost require the 
development of an expensive independent feasibility analysis of the technical, 
financial, economic, management, and market impact of the project on the farm 
business. We recommend that the threshold for requiring this costly independent 
feasibility study should be established only for those larger projects with over 
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$2,000,000 in total project costs. Smaller-sized projects do not merit the 
excessive degree of due diligence analysis represented by an independent 
feasibility analysis. 

8. Eliminate the requirement for retaining an Independent Qualified Consultant for 
projects that cost over $ 1 .2 million. The Section 9006 program already requires a 
design engineer, a state-licensed professional engineer certification, a technical 
review by the National Renewable Energy Lab in Colorado, and concurrence by 
a USDA state engineer for each project. 

9. Establish funding for the creation of a national “manure to energy” database to 
track the cost and performance of farm-based digester systems. Such a database 
will facilitate private financial investment in this technology, and help to 
overcome the uncertainty about process performance and the financial viability 
of this technology application. 

In summary, we urge you to strengthen and improve the effectiveness of the Section 9006 
program, with the changes recommended above, to assist farmers to expand agriculture- 
based renewable energy production. The federal investment in farm to energy digester 
technology is warranted by the significant public benefits that are achieved in addition to 
the direct economic support for farmers. These public benefits include renewable energy 
production, odor control, nutrient runoff management, pathogen control, weed seed 
destruction, water quality protection, and significant reduction in greenhouse gases 
beyond the grid power these systems replace. 

Sincerely, 

/David Drum/ 

Central Vermont Public Service Corporation 
Rutland, Vermont 
Contact: David Dunn 

/Mark Sinclair/ 

Clean Energy Group 
Montpelier, Vermont 
Contact: Mark Sinclair 

/Don Lorraine/ 

Green Mountain Power Company 
Colchester, Vermont 
Contact: Don Lorraine 

/Richard Fleury/ 

Vermont Electric Cooperative 
Johnson, Vermont 
Contact: Richard Fleury 
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/Sandra Levine/ 

Conservation Law Foundation 
Montpelier, Vermont 
Contact: Sandra Levine 

/Paul Bums/ 

Vermont Public Interest Research Group 
Montpelier, Vermont 
Contact: Paul Bums 

/Robert Kennett/ 

/Elizabeth Kennett./ 

Robert and Elizabeth Kennett 
Liberty Hill Farm 
Rochester, Vermont 

/Willard Rowell/ 

Willard Rowell 
Highgate, Vermont 

/Jeffrey Frost/ 

Jeffrey Frost 
AgRefresh 
Burlington, Vermont 

/Louise H. Calderwood/ 

Louise H. Calderwood 
Craftsbury, Vermont 

/Mike Raker/ 

Mike Raker 

Agriculture Energy Consultants 
Plainfield, Vermont 

cc: 

Senator Bernard Sanders 
Congressman Peter Welch 
Senator Patrick Leahy 
Governor James Douglas 

Roger Allbee, Secretary, Vermont Agency of Agriculture 

David O’Brien, Commissioner, Vermont Public Service Department 
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To: Robert Sturm, Chief Clerk 

US Senate Committee on Agriculture, Nutrition and Forestry 
Room 328A 

Russell Senate Office Building 
Washington, DC 20510-6000 

From: Gus Seelig, Executive Director 

Nancy Everhart, Conservation Director 
Vermont Housing & Conservation Board 
149 State Street 
Montpelier, VT 05602 

Date: March io, 2007 

Re: March 12 Hearing on 2007 Farm Bill Opportunities for Vermont and 

New England 

While we understand that the Senate Agriculture Committee is engaged in a 
comprehensive look at the Farm Bill, we are focusing our comments on two 
programs: the Farm and Ranchland Protection Program (FRPP), which has been 
critical to the success of farmland protection in Vermont, and the Farm Viability 
Enhancement Program. 

As we have discussed with Senator Leahy previously, changes over the past 
several years have made FRPP increasingly difficult to administer, to the point 
that some states have begun to question whether or not it is worth even applying 
for the funding. In Vermont the funding has been such a vital part of our 
program that we have worked hard to comply with the ever more cumbersome 
rules, regulations, duplications, and bureaucracy. However, we would strongly 
encourage the Committee to streamline FRPP by instituting a state certification 
system, so that established state programs could demonstrate ability to comply 
with the law, and could then be given the authority and responsibility to 
implement FRPP. Additional funding for the program is also critical, as the 
level of competition to conserve farmland increases nationwide. Our specific 
concerns and proposals are outlined below. 

FRPP Issues: 

1 , USDA is now a co-holder on Conservation Easements with FRPP funding, 
rather than holding a Contingent Right in the easement. Although NRCS 
claims that this change will not result in the federal government becoming 
involved in the day-to-day task of stewarding farm easements, this assertion 
does not reassure farmers, who have reacted negatively to this change. 
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2. FRPP funds are now used to purchase a Title Insurance Policy for the U.S.under Department 
of Justice (“DOJ”) standards. Although VHCB and its partners were already insuring the US 
under one Title Insurance Policy, NRCS now requires a separate policy, which is duplicative 
and costs more money. 

3. Before dosing. Office of General Counsel (OGC) lawyers in Harrisburg, PA must now 
review title, the proposed easement and all closing documents. This duplicates the 
underwriting already performed by legal and conservation staff at VHCB and at our farmland 
conservation partners, and will add significant delays to closings. 

4. Appraisals must now be done to federal United States Federal Lands Acquisitions (USFLA - 
also know as “yellowbook”) standards. This change has added approximately $2,000 - 
$3,000 to the cost of each appraisal, none of which is covered by federal funds. 

5. The national NRCS office has decided that in Vermont, all appraisals for farm easements to 
be acquired under the present Cooperative Agreement (for FFY06 funds) must be dated as of 
August 30, 2006, the date our Coop. Agreement was signed. As we move further and further 
away from that date, the appraisals will increasingly not reflect the market value of the 
easement, forcing fanners to accept less than full fair market value for the sale of 
development rights. 

6. The national NRCS office recently ordered all state offices to conduct a hazardous materials 
site visit on each farm project prior to closing. The Vermont state office is understaffed and 
experiencing serious budget shortfalls. This requirement will add yet another delay to the 
timely closing of farm projects. 

7. At the same time, the national NRCS office is increasing the pressure to close farm projects 
more quickly - which is essentially impossible, given all the layers of duplicative paperwork 
and review that are now required. 

8. Up until the end of 2006, the Vermont Farmland Conservation Program required that prior to 
closing, all farms cooperate with NRCS in the writing of a Conservation Pland and Resource 
Inventory. In the past, VHCB cost-shared these plans with NRCS; more recently, NRCS 
has been contracting the work out using technical assistance funds. Due to budget shortfalls, 
this conservation planning requirement has been dropped by the state NRCS office. 
(Compliance with Highly Erodible Land and Wetlands Rules is of course still required.) 
Unfortunately, NRCS staff is too busy satisfying the often duplicative, unnecessary oversight 
requirements of the program to spend time in the field actually working with farmers. This 
deprives farmers of an important opportunity to address resource concerns. 

While the above list is by no means exhaustive, it reflects the direction of the program over the 
past several years - a direction that in the opinion of VHCB, many partners and program 
managers throughout the country is headed exactly the wrong way. Each new layer of federal 
requirements and oversight diverts valuable energy and resources away from protecting 
farmland, creating inefficiencies and redundancies and wasting staff time at the local, state and 
national level. 
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Recommendations for change to FRPP: 

1 . Establish a certification for qualified state and local programs with well-established track 
records and demonstrated capacity to monitor and enforce farm easements. Make grants to 
such programs, as opposed to for individual transactions (i.e., eliminate the pending offer 
list). 

2. Eliminate the language in the statute requiring the Secretary of USDA to purchase easements, 
and instead give the USDA the authority to make grants to certified state and local programs 
to purchase easements. 

3. Maintain the focus on the most productive agricultural lands, but eliminate the “protecting 
topsoil” language, giving states more flexibility to adopt region-specific priorities, and to set 
their own limits on impervious surfaces. 

4. Allow certified programs to establish their own purchase priorities, and use their own 
procedures and legal documents. 

5. Eliminate the federal contingent right (or co-holder status) for qualified, certified programs. 

6. Include farmland affordability as a program goal; 

7. Allow federal cost sharing of the administrative, appraisal and stewardship expenses with 
states; 

s. Eliminate federal review of title, easement and appraisals, as well as duplicative title 
insurance policies. 

Farm Viability Recommendations: 

We also recommend that you reauthorize and provide funding for Farm Viability Enhancement 
Programs. Our four- year-old Vermont program has successfully worked with over 150 farmers, 
providing business planning and technical assistance. Investing in permanent protection in 
farmland is crucial, but providing assistance to be sure that farmers can profitably farm those 
protected fields is equally important. 

Conclusion 

FRPP has been a vitally important program for Vermont, contributing to the purchase of 178 
farm easements over the past ten years. Unlike other states, Vermont uses FRPP funds on every 
state-funded farm easement purchase. VHCB and its primary farmland conservation partners - 
the Vermont Land Trust, the Upper Valley Land Trust, and the Vermont Agency of Agriculture, 
Food & Markets - are united in our goal of using these federal resources wisely and efficiently, 
and look forward to continuing to work with you on efforts to improve the administration of this 
critical program. 
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March 12 hearing 2007 Farm Bill 
Opportunities for Vermont and the Northeast 


Attn. Robert Sturm, Chief Clerk 
US Senate Committee on Ag 
Room 328-A, Russell SOB 
Washington, D.C. 20510-6000 

From: Robin Reid 

3358 Greenbush Road 
Charlotte, VT 05445 


I attended the 2007 Farm Bill hearing on March 12 in Montpelier, Vermont. There were many 
important points raised. In this era of escalating energy costs and associated economic 
challenges, the plea for more regionalized markets and subsequent fair pricing must be 
acknowledged as the most effective solution to the problems of northeast farmers. 

It is very clear that we need to be mindful of maintaining regional sustainability. This means 
being able to feed people within simply designated regions. In the northeast, measures are being 
made with New England (particularly Vermont as New England’s largest producer) to seek 
alliances with New York and Pennsylvania. Combining these states creates a natural region with 
significant production capabilities near large populations centers. It would be wise to sustain 
production in this area. Only fair pricing will accomplish sustainability. 

Transportation and shipping options have a wide-ranging impact on our local food markets. 
Although this brings choices to the market shelves, production costs are inflated and the 
Vermont farmer, first on the local production line, is unable to realize a profit. Over-production 
in distant regions — especially with a perishable product-should not affect standard production 
and viable pricing in local markets. 

When you think about how important agriculture is to Vermont's economy and way of life, it 
seems impossible that production in California or any other state could threaten northeast culture 
by putting our agricultural sector out of business. This is purely undemocratic and not in the best 
interest of the American people. 

Our national food supplies should all be attainable by region. America is a fertile land with each 
area offering its special flavors to a highly varied palette of food choices. Healthy eating habits 
should be promoted in schools and in supermarkets. Nutrition should be more important than 
packaging. A balanced diet is straightforward if you keep it simple. As mentioned at the March 
12 hearing, the Farm Bill should be called the FOOD Bill. 

The educational component is so important. Too many Americans don’t pay attention or bother 
to learn about where their food comes from. Having married a dairyman from Vermont, I have 
learned a lot about the responsibilities of a farmer. Most people in the country simply take too 
much for granted when it comes to the work involved to produce their food. Aside from growing 
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Opportunities for Vermont and the Northeast 


Page 2 (Robin Reid, Charlotte, Vermont) 


crops, dealing with animal health and maintaining machinery, most farmers have to know how to 
balance the books, do all the government paperwork required of them and try to please the 
neighbors. Top that off with the sheer ingratitude of not paying enough for their product and we 
have nothing short of an unhealthy situation. 

Farm families have sought to expand their operations in order to work together and strengthen 
their business options. They should be applauded not penalized for taking these measures. 
Benefits and incentives should be extended to these operations rather than subjecting them to 
corporate restrictions. 

The labor issue should be addressed and a comprehensive guest worker program implemented. 
Perhaps through education and increasing the appreciation for farming we can reinvigorate our 
local workforce. Americans would appear to be very lazy in comparison to foreigners who come 
to work on a temporary basis. Farming is a hard job but there are many rewards as long as you 
can earn a decent living. It’s just not right for our farmers to work so much harder than other 
Americans and be subject to poverty if they want to continue to farm. Farming is a valuable 
occupation and should be treated as such. 

Emerging technologies to create on-farm energy generation should be fostered. It would be wise 
for grants and government programs to be directed strategically to every region in an effort to 
increase on-site energy production throughout the country. This is the perfect solution to 
handling agricultural waste and creating a needed commodity. It also has immeasurable benefits 
from a long-term security perspective. 

America can’t afford to widen the gap any further between the farmers and the supermarket 
shelves. Technology can change the way food is produced but it still comes down to the farmers’ 
hands to get the job done. America must pay the farmer a fair price. 

Thank you for considering ALL measures to strengthen agriculture in the northeast and, in 
particular, Vermont. 
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Working Farms Open to the Public 

March 15, 2007 

Office of Senator Patrick Leahy 
Attn. Robert Paquin 
Box 933 

Montpelier VT 05602 

Reference: March 12 hearing, 2007 Farm Bill Opportunities for Vermont and the Northeast. 

Dear Senator Leahy: 

I greatly appreciate the opportunity to attend the U.S. Senate Committee field hearing on the Farm Bill at 
the Vermont State House March 12. Thank you also for the opportunity for Vermont farmers to submit 
written information to be included in testimony for official Congressional hearing record. 

My husband Bob and I are Rochester Vermont dairy farmers with an agritourism component to our 
diversified agricultural operation. For 24 years we have operated a bed & breakfast on our farm; for 
nearly 10 years I have been integrally involved in developing and leading the Vermont Farms! 

Association of Vermont for working farms open to the public. 

Agritourism is one of the fastest growing sectors in agriculture and provides education in an experiential 
learning environment. The field of agritourism is increasing exponentially. Key components of 
agritourism are authentic working farms that provide healthy, safe and educational experiences. The 
challenge is maintaining the integrity of the farm while balancing environmental and economic impacts 
on the community. In Vermont, broadband access is a necessary part of meeting that challenge. It would 
assure appropriate rural development and allow rural farms such as mine to be competitive in a world 
where most business is done via the Internet. At least 80 percent of my business originates via the web. 
Governor Douglas recognizes the necessity of state wide broadband access to businesses and farmers 
alike, and has initiated a program that would provide high-speed Internet access to the entire state of 
Vermont. Broadband access determines farm viability, however without it, rural farmers are hindered in 
their ability to attract and maintain business. 

The idea of agritourism comes from farmers who are willing to adapt to increase their market 
opportunities, to create and sustain the relationship between farmer and consumer that benefits societal 
understanding and valuing of agriculture, to create new opportunities to serve the public, to keep their 
farm operation viable for future generations. 

Agritourism areas of Opportunity include: 

Q To establish agricultural the standards and guidelines for agritourism, complementary with standards 
for ecotourism and with agricultural best management practices. Standards must incorporate safety 
and health of the farm, farm family, farm animals, any visitors to the farm, and the community. Key 
components include nutrition education, biosecurity, buy local, and agricultural stability to support 
maintaining and enhancing farm infrastructure as well as maintaining the integrity of farms. 

□ Standards must allow for balance between the economic, environmental, social and cultural aspects, 
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including maintaining and improving land, water and community resources. 

□ fa Vermont, agritourism is also key in maintaining a brand that espouses quality, authentic 
experiences, education, integrity, and respect for the agricultural heritage. This supports national 
agriculture goals as well. 

a Maintain open working landscapes 

□ Agritourism supports buy local practices and local agriculture knowledge is an extremely important 
aspect of sustaining and increasing school to farm integration and education and valuing of eating 
healthy and fresh. Healthy farms equal healthy families and communities. 

a The educational component is key to what agritourism brings: health and nutrition, natural resource 
and environment education; fanners steward the land and natural resources. Agritourism is 
agriculture's opportunity for education of visitors and fanners alike, to identify and develop 
understanding of concerns, needs, issues of both the consumer and farmers. 

□ By diversifying direct marketing opportunities for farm families, farm job employment opportunities 
are increased. Through agritourism many farms avoid the need for off farm employment and 
strengthen their farm infrastructure to make muitigenerational fanning viable. 

We need to have Agritourism as a component of value added agriculture in the federal USDA criteria for 

programs and funding of value added agriculture. Agritourism needs full participation in agriculture 

value added definitions. 

Attached is a document prepared by Vermont Farms! addressing the value of Vermont agritourism. 

Once again, thank you deeply for this opportunity. 

Sincerely ? , 

- ~ ■ ^ ' : .c 

Beth Kennett, Liberty Hill Farm and President of the Board Vermont Farms! Association 


“The first farmer was the first man. All historic nobility rests on the possession and use of land.” 

- Ralph Waldo Emerson 

“When tillage begins, other arts follow. The farmers, therefore, are the founders of human civilization." 

- Daniel Webster 


Vermont Farms! Association P.O. Box 828 Montpelier, VT 05601 
1 -866-348-FARM (3276), www.vtfarms.org, info@vtfarms.org 

“VFA is an equal opportunity provider" 
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February 2, 2007 

Value of Vermont Agritourism 

1. In 2000 Vennont Agritourism received federal USDA RBEG and RBOG grants 
in the amount of $650,000 to fund Vermont’s first Agritourism Coordinator 
providing technical, promotional and other assistance to farms open to the public 
or wishing to become so. 

2. Residual benefits from that funding includes $350,000 in a revolving loan fund 
administered by the Vermont Community Loan Fund. The funds are targeted 
specifically for Agritourism. 

3. The work of Vermont Farms! during the period 2000-2003 resulted in the first 
official definition of Agri tourism, which then Agritourism Coordinator Jackie 
Folsom presented to the National Farm Bureau. They adopted Vermont’s 
definition into policy. 

4. The New England Agricultural Statistics Service, in both 2000 and 2002, 
officially recognized the contribution of Vermont’s agritourism sector, and 
between 2000 and 2002 identified a $9 million increase in its value. 

5. Through work of Vermont’s Agritourism sector and the national adoption of the 
agritourism definition, for the first time, in 2007, the NAASS U.S. Agricultural 
Census includes a question about agritourism. 

6. Vermont Farms! was asked by the John Merck Foundation to apply and in 
December 2006 received a $50,000 grant ($25,000 for each of two years) to fund 
an Agritourism Coordinator to build the reach and sustainability of Vermont’s 
Agritourism organization, Vermont Farms! Association and to allow it to work to 
partner with other organizations to increase benefits to the whole Vermont 
agricultural community. 

7. UVM Extension supported the Merck grant application by committing $5000 in 
technical and staff support for VF!A and agri tourism. 

8. Vermont Farms! Association with support from UVM Extension and other 
agriculture and forest organizations is seeking collaborative grant opportunities; 

a. AgMRC national grant, three states involved, total $65,000 of which 
$35,000 remains in Vermont. Vermont has also been named the lead state 
in this initiative. One value of that aspect is that Vermont’s agritourism 
sector is defining specific survey and other activities and tools, making the 
whole effort much more pertinent to Vermont. This grant is also focused 
on risk management, value added agriculture and other issues of specific 
interest to farmers opening their facilities to the public. 

b. With Vermont Wood Manufacturers Association seeking additional grants 
for farm and forest heritage trail initiatives. 

9. Vermont Farm Show interest in VF!A was very high. Leaders from UVM, VTC, 
various sectors of USDA, including their Public Relations Office in Colchester, 
have opened discussions regarding ways to partner in the future. 
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10. Vermont Farms! Association is an organization that includes members from most 
if not all commodity and agricultural sectors. By design it is inclusive and focused 
on adding value, partnering for greater reach and efficiencies, and building 
collaboration and coordination capabilities through agritourism to spread the word 
globally about Vermont’s abundant and high quality agricultural assets. In the 
month since I began as Agritourism Coordinator, we have had several dozen 
inquiries about increased memberships, and received several new membership 
checks. Attendance RSVPs for VF! A’s Annual Meeting are also slightly 
increased. 

1 1 . Vermont Farms! publishes a four color brochure and map about its members 
annually. The current quantity is about 50,000 and they are always in high 
demand at U.S. and international trade shows, at Vermont Information centers, 
through the VT Department of Tourism & Marketing, New England Tourism 
Center in Canada and commercial distribution companies, and for mail fulfillment 
to consumers. 

12. The VF!A brochure and Vermont Farms! gamer high interest at group travel trade 
shows, both because the agritourism sector is in synch with the public perception 
of Vermont as a beautiful family oriented place to visit and its reputation, in 
substantial part because of Vermont’s agricultural sector, for the highest quality in 
products. 

13. VF1A, through its brochure, worked collaboratively with VDTM to make 
agritourism a pioneer in providing easily accessible information for the 
motorcoach industry on facilities able and open to hosting groups. See the large 
MC in both the brochures and on www.vtfarms.org 


Vermont Farms! Association P.O. Box 828 Montpelier, VT 05601 
1 -866-348-FARM (3276), www.vtfarms.org, info@vtfarms.org 
“VFA is an equal opportunity provider” 
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March 15,2007 
8 Gorham Ln. 

Middlebury, VT 05753 

Robert Sturm, Chief Clerk 

U.S. Senate Committee on Agriculture, 

Nutrition and Forestry 
Room 328-A Russell Senate Office Bldg. 

Washington, DC. 20510 

RE: March 12 hearing on 2007 Farm Bill Opportunities for Vermont and the Northeast 
Dear Mr. Sturm, 

I attended the March 12 hearing in Montpelier and would like to offer the following 
comments. 

Conservation: I support increased funding for conservation programs such as EQIP, WIP, 
CREP, the Wetland Reserve Program, the Conservation Security Program, forestry 
programs, and the Farm and Ranchland Protection program. All farmers who receive 
government support should be able to receive increased assistance based on an index of 
environmental stewardship. Conservation programs such as CREP should be regarded as 
essential for maintaining water quality and wildlife habitat, not as a supply management 
tool. Too often when crop prices are good, set-asides of one kind or another are 
abandoned. We cannot let that happen. 

Regionalization: I agree with the speakers who advocated a regional approach to dairy 
pricing and marketing. Each region of the country should have its own dairy supplies, 
priced according to local conditions. As John Roberts mentioned, each area should be 
responsible for limiting overproduction. I lived in Iowa and southern Minnesota for a 
total of 22 years, and fanners in that region were strongly against the Northeast Dairy 
Compact, regarding it as unfair. They felt their region was harmed by the federal milk 
pricing system, which allows increased prices based on a farm’s distance from Eau 
Claire, Wisconsin, the center of dairy production in the 1 930s. Perhaps the Northeast and 
the upper Midwest can find common cause in regionalization, and together overcome 
opposition from big dairy producing states in the west. 

Biofuels: Senator Sanders was especially interested in biofuels, and mentioned that the 
Midwest was moving more aggressively in that direction than the Northeast. Some of that 
movement is too aggressive in my opinion. Farmers now want to plow up CRP land to 
plant more com. One ethanol plant proposed for Waseca County, MN will have the 
capacity to process all the com grown in that county. (It’s no wonder that feed prices are 
rising.) I can foresee a glut of ethanol plants resulting in farmer-owned plants going 
broke, com prices falling and another federal bailout in the offing. 
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The net energy benefits of corn-based ethanoi are questionable. It takes a great deal of 
energy to plow, plant, fertilize, control weeds, harvest, and dry the com before it ever 
makes it to the ethanol plant. And many ethanol plants are being fueled by coal! Com is 
also a crop that causes a great deal of soil erosion. I suggest that Congress cease 
subsidizing corn-based ethanol. Even President Bush said in his State of the Union 
speech that we have to find new ways to produce ethanol. 

This is a very pivotal time for the nation’s landscape. If we can move to grass-based 
ethanol production, more acres will be planted in permanent cover, there will be less 
erosion, less pesticide use, more wildlife habitat, and more energy produced per acre. The 
corn-ethanol lobby is very strong, but I hope you can tap into the oft-expressed desire for 
farmers to get away from federal subsidies and make their income from the marketplace. 

Biodiesel made from soybeans presents similar issues, soybean being an energy and 
chemical-intensive crop that results in soil erosion. 

I would like to see any subsidies for biofuels directed toward use of waste products; 
byproducts (such as cottonseeds); noxious weeds such as milfoil, kudzu, water chestnut 
and buckthorn; and crops that hold the soil. 

Local marketing: Congress should provide incentives and alleviate barriers to local 
produce being available to schools, food stamp recipients, military bases, farmer’s 
markets, etc. One major barrier that needs to be overcome is the lack of USDA inspected 
slaughterhouses for small producers. I liked the idea I heard for mobile processing plants. 
Could the states also be given authority to operate the meat inspection program for 
slaughterhouses under a certain size? 

Regulations intended to promote food safety could undermine the growing interest in 
local produce. Please guard against applying the same standards to small growers that 
apply to huge producers that supply supermarkets all over the country (e.g. the sources of 
contaminated spinach and lettuce). We do not want to find the same barriers to local 
produce sales as we already experience for local meat sales. 

These issues are especially important for the northeast, where small producers 
predominate. 

Superfund and Right-to-Know : The only comment I really disagreed with at the hearing 
was Jackie Folsom’s suggestion that farms should be exempt from CERCLA and the 
Community Right-to-Know requirements regarding hazardous waste. Small farms should 
be exempted, but large factory farms with confinement bams holding hundreds of 
animals should not! Their “manure” contains a lot more than livestock waste, including 
pharmaceuticals, cleaning products, ground up carcasses, etc. There is a bill in congress 
known as the Agricultural Protection and Prosperity Act of 2007 [S.807.IS], which 
declares that manure is not a hazardous waste. That sounds perfectly reasonable, until 
you think about what usually happens with legislative loopholes. If manure is exempt 
from regulation, companies producing hazardous wastes will pay farmers to incorporate it 
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into their manure pits or their compost. There is already a serious problem of hazardous 
wastes being sold as components of “fertilizers” and spread on land where food is grown. 
Please do not create a loophole that we will live to regret. 

Water Quality: I have worked in conservation and watershed protection and have seen the 
effects of agriculture on water resources. The best thing we can do for our water 
resources is to see that the maximum amount of land is in permanent cover: healthy 
grassland or forest. A prairie can absorb 10 inches of rain, where only a !4 inch rain storm 
causes runoff from plowed fields and urban areas. It was unfortunate to see so much 
pasture land converted to row crops in Iowa and Minnesota, as this wreaks havoc with 
streams and lakes. Most Vermont streams appear much healthier, with grassy swales 
instead of com right up to the water’s edge. (This is not to say that all pastures are 
beneficial; they can be overgrazed, and animals should not be allowed in forests or 
shorelands more than a few days per year). Assisting farmers making the transition to 
rotational grazing would help water quality as well as food quality, wildlife habitat and 
livestock health. Farms should also be encouraged to use grass for products like ethanol 
and paper. 

Taking animals off pasture and keeping them in confinement results in a manure disposal 
problem. Groundwater pollution and manure spills are common. In Minnesota, every few 
weeks there would be a fish kill caused by manure runoff. In the Champlain valley, many 
dairy farms are right next to lake Champlain. Even when outdoor lagoons are designed 
for a 25-year storm, that means every year there’s a 4% chance of them overflowing. In 
other words, for every 100 feedlots, approximately 4 will overflow every year. In my 
experience, in every county every year there is at least one localized thunder storm that 
far exceeds the 25-year level. Wet weather can make it hard to apply the manure without 
runoff. And we have all seen what happens when hurricanes hit North Carolina hog 
country. I would like to see incentives for 1 ) keeping animals on dry litter rather than 
slatted floors, or 2) directing liquid manure to methane digesters. The era of open-air 
manure lagoons should be coming to an end. 

Thank you for accepting my comments. I look forward to a conservation-oriented farm 
bill this year. 


Sincerely, 


Chris Robbins 
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Vermont Association of Conservation Districts 


March 16, 2007 


Robert Sturm, Chief Clerk 

U.S. Senate Committee on Agriculture, Nutrition, and Forestry 
Room 328-A Russell Senate Office Building 
Washington, DC 205 1 0-6000 

Referencing the March 12, 2007 Full Committee Field Hearing held in Montpelier, 
Vermont: 2007 Farm Bill Opportunities for Vermont and the Northeast 

On behalf of the Vermont Association of Conservation Districts (VACD) we would like 
to thank you for this opportunity to submit comments to the official hearing record 
referenced above. 

The Vermont Association of Conservation Districts is a non-profit organization 
representing Vermont’s 14 Conservation Districts. Our mission is to help the Districts 
work cooperatively with landowners and managers of private working lands assisting in 
the planning and application of effective conservation practices. Conservation districts 
are an important part of the delivery system of the Farm Bill. We offer a viable way to 
deliver the funding and get conservation out onto private lands. 

The reauthorization of the Farm Bill can positively impact our nations producers and 
food and fiber supply. The Agricultural policy is the only example of a U.S. National 
policy that has consistently worked: 1.5% of the people in this nation produce 85% of the 
food and fiber used in the U.S. and export a significant portion throughout the world. 

The percentage of the federal budget requested and spent on this basic need is 
proportionately very small. We ask that you keep this information in the forefront of the 
Farm Bill discussion particularly when programmatic increases are requested. 

VACD is requesting that the following issues be addressed in the upcoming Farm Bill: 

1 . VACD supports Regional Equity, helping to guarantee that each state receives 
an equitable base of funding to implement Farm Bill conservation practices. 
However, we must ensure that the funding received coordinates with the 
ability to provide technical assistance to implement the funded contracts. 
Distribution of regional equity funds should be based on state identified 
programmatic needs. 

2. VACD supports an increase in base funding for Technical Assistance within 
the Farm Bill structure to insure proper implementation and completion of 
contracts. VACD supports the continued flexibility of the use of Technical 
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Service Providers (TSP) or third party vendors in the delivery of conservation 
technical assistance and Farm Bill conservation programs. 

3. VACD supports an increase in the funding for research and development 
within the Energy Title for biomass and energy initiatives. We support 
programs that encourage conservation compliant and sustainable practices 
(e.g. anaerobic digesters, woody biomass production, biofuel production, on- 
farm hydropower, establishing three-phase power in rural areas). 

4. VACD supports an increase in funding for cost share programs and initiatives 
for the Forestry Title (e.g. the Forest Stewardship Program, the Forest 
Inventory and Analysis program, the Forest Utilization and Marketing 
program, and the Forest Legacy program). We discourage moving cost-share 
funding from the Forestry Title to Conservation Title programs. 

5. VACD supports an increase in funding for environmentally sound rural 
development programs that allow for innovative initiatives that improve the 
competitiveness of emerging and expanding diversified farms. (E.g. the 
Conservation Innovation Grants program, the Farm Viability Program, the 
Specialty Crop Block Grant Program, the Farm-to-School and Buy Local 
programs, farmers market initiatives, water quality programs, the Rural Water 
Enhancement Program, School-to-Farm composting.) 

Again, thank you for this opportunity to participate in this process. We look forward to 
working with you to develop a Farm Bill that fairly addresses the nation’s agricultural 
needs on an equitable basis with the needs of Vermont’s agricultural community. 

Respectfully submitted by The Vermont Association of Conservation Districts Executive 
Board of Directors: 

Mike Domingue, President 
Michelle Gudorf, Vice President 
Rebecca Purdom, Secretary 
Rita Bisson, Treasurer 

Marli Rupe, District Manager Representative to the Executive Board 

VACD is collocated with the Winooski Natural Resources Conservation District in 
Berlin, Vermont 
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VERMONT WOODLANDS ASSOCIATION 

P.O. Box 6004, 19 Spellman Terrace ■ Rutland, Vermont 05702-6004 
802-747-7900 ■ FAX 802-747-7989 ■ www.vermontwoodlands.org 

N WOODLANDS 
T ASSOCIATION 



RE: 2007 Farm Bill 
March 12, 2007 
Robert Sturm, Chief Clerk 

Senate Committee on Agriculture, Nutrition and Forestry 
Russell Senate Office Building, Room 328A 
Washington, D.C. 205 1 0-6000 

Dear Sirs: 

I grew up on a dairy farm in Bradford, Vermont. After college I was a full-time dairy 
fanner for fifteen years. I know how discouraging it is to work more efficiently each 
year, yet see costs rise more rapidly than milk prices. When I was farming in the 1950s 
and 1960s, there were 10,000 dairy farms in Vermont. Now there are 1100! 

Farmers are rightfully given credit for being a part of the “working landscape”. But 
forests, which cover 78% of the state and contribute as much to the state’s economy as 
agriculture (even more if forest-based recreation is included), are rarely mentioned. 
Forests provide a myriad of wood products, employment, recreation, clean air and water, 
and sequester carbon, thus ameliorating some of the effects of global warming. There is 
little public acknowledgement! ■ 

Eighty-one per cent of Vermont’s forests are privately owned. Nationally, less than 5% 
of non-industrial private forest landowners* have management plans.' Ciirreritly, the US 
imports one-third of its wood needs. I would argue that the US should have a moral 
obligation to manage its forests to better supply its own needs. 

1 . One of the most important goals of the 2007 Farm Bill should be to aid forest 
landowners in creating management plans to improvC tVildirfe hafritat'-ahd' timber 
production. 

2. The Forest Legacy Program should be enhanced. Setting aside large forest blocks for 
timber production and wildlife habitat will offset some of the increasing parcelization of 
forests into fragments too small for either. 


A, VOICE FOR FORESTRY 

Advancing management, sustainability, and enjoyment of forests. 
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Page Two 


3. To decrease our dependence on oil, more funds are needed to further research on: 

a. Bio fuels-ethanol from corn has a small net gain after subtracting the energy used 
in planting, harvesting and the manufacturing of fertilizer. Fuel from low-grade 
wood cellulose has a high net energy return. 

b. Bio power-wood chips are already heating some of our schools and government 
buildings as well as generating electricity. Wood pellets are expanding in use. 

c. Bio products-breaking down wood into its cellulose components provides 
opportunities for substitution for oil in making various plastics. 

Research on the above would help provide markets for low-grade wood that formerly 
went to the pulp and paper mills before they moved south and to the tropics. These 
markets would also aid in thinning western forests that are so susceptible to forest fires. 

In fact, if the importance of forests was recognized, this bill would be called the 
2007 Farm AND FOREST Bill!! 

Sincerely yours, 


Putnam W. Blodgett, President, Vermont Woodlands Association 
Vermont 2000 Outstanding Tree Farmer 
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March 14, 2007 

Robert Sturm 
Chief Clerk 

U.S. Senate Committee on Agriculture, Nutrition and Forestry 
Room 328-A Russell Senate Office Building 
Washington, DC 205 1 0-6000 

“2007 Farm Bill Opportunities for Vermont and the Northeast” 
Montpelier, VT 
March 12, 2007 

As members of the Young Cooperator Executive Committee of the St. Albans 
Cooperative Creamery, Inc. we are pleased to submit written testimony as part of the 
hearing record for the Senate Agriculture Committee Field Hearing in Montpelier, 
Vermont. 

We feel that the upcoming 2007 Farm Bill presents an opportunity to create policy 
which will ensure a viable agricultural industry for years to come. 

We would like to recognize the efforts of the US Senate Ag Committee for holding 
these hearings on the US Department of Agriculture’s dairy programs and the 2007 
Farm Bill. Mark Magnan, a member of our Young Cooperator Executive Committee 
provided oral and written testimony at the field hearing on March 12, 2007 in 
Montpelier, Vermont. We are in support of the six recommendations proposed by 
Mark Magnan at the hearing. 

We urge the USDA to establish a national dairy policy which supports the regional 
production of milk. Our agricultural and rural communities throughout the various 
regions of our country provide significant economic activity. Based on information 
from an economic impact study conducted by the Vermont Dairy Task Force, the 
Vermont dairy industry directly contributes approximately $2 billion into the Vermont 
economy. This figure includes producer payroll, producer purchases and processor 
revenues, excluding indirect revenues from the tourism industry. 

We believe that our country would benefit from ensuring that our dairy industry 
and food production is not highly concentrated in any one region in this country. 
Minimizing the impact to consumers from the negative effects of natural disasters, 
environmental contaminations and potential exposure to agro-terrorist attacks is 
essential to ensure the availability and safety of our nation’s food supply. We 
must maintain adequate levels of production in various regions of the country to 
avoid exposure to these risks. 
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Programs such as the MILC program provide needed assistance to dairy farmers, 
including our own operations. However, we would much rather extract the dollars 
needed to cover our cost of production from the marketplace versus through a 
government program! Consumers have benefited from the commitment of dairy 
farmers and growers to provide food for this country. The increased efficiency of 
dairy farmers and the low cost that we are paid for our milk has benefited consumers 
and government programs with spending less dollars for the purchase of food 
including dairy products. This is evident by the prices being paid to dairy farmers in 
2006 which is comparable to prices paid to dairy farmers for milk over 25 years ago. 

We support dairy policy which would account for regional differences in the cost of 
production. Current federal order pricing formulas include make allowances for 
manufacturers to ensure that they can achieve margins on the products they produce. 
We have recently accepted a change in the make allowance for manufacturing of dairy 
products that will reduce on average our milk price by 23 cents per hundredweight or 
2 cents per gallon. This is strictly a transfer of farmer monies to manufacturers. The 
affect of this change in the make allowance reduces our farm income by over $ 1 00 per 
day. For the St. Albans Cooperative Creamery, Inc. and its 500 dairy farmers that will 
represents a reduction to its members of over $240,000 per month. Milk produced by 
dairy farmers should also have a mechanism in the pricing formulas to ensure margins 
on the milk produced or to reflect increased costs in our farm operations. 

The Milk Income Loss Contract program (MILC) has assisted tremendously in 
offsetting a portion of our costs in times of low milk prices. This safety net has 
enabled many Vermont farms to remain viable during those periods of low milk 
prices. The MILC is similar to the Northeast Dairy Compact in that it provides 
counter-cyclical payments which are triggered when Class I milk prices in Boston fall 
below $16.94 per hundredweight. The MILC program provided a much needed safety 
net when farm milk prices hovered just below $12.00 per hundredweight in 2002 and 
2003 and then again in 2006. Since the programs inception in 2002 Vermont dairy 
farmers have received more than $56 million in MILC payments. 

We support counter cyclical programs for dairy in the 2007 Farm Bill. It is imperative 
that USDA redefine the eligibility requirements for payments under this program. 
Multi-family farms should become eligible to receive multiple payments which would 
exceed the current 2.4 million pound annual production cap. We need farms of all 
sizes to maintain a strong infrastructure, serving the needs of dairy farm operations 
within our region. We feel that the number of families which are actively engaged and 
invested in the farm operation should be considered when allocating dollars and 
setting production caps on any form of direct payment to farmers. 

in order to obtain more dollars from the marketplace and stabilize our milk price we 
feel that a floor price for the Class I mover is needed or another price discovery 
method for Class I should be initiated. The price of milk for fluid purposes does not 
have to reflect the change with the value of milk for manufacturing purposes. The 
volatility of Class I prices does not assist consumers and can have a negative affect to 
prices paid to dairy farmers. 
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We are proponents of establishing regions in our country and mandating a supply 
control mechanism to manage milk supplies within the established regions. We have 
seen milk production grow in the Western part of the United States at a greater rate 
than the Northeast, These increased milk supplies have resulted in more milk into 
manufacturing, increased commercial inventories of cheese and butter which also 
impacts our milk price in the Northeast. It is simple economics that one means of 
enhancing our price is controlling the volume of milk produced in the Country. We 
experienced the impact of a tight milk market in May 2004 that resulted in a Class III 
or the value of milk into cheese at $20.58 per hundredweight. In 2006 the Class III 
price averaged $11.89. The industry under the Cooperatives Working Together 
(CWT) program has established five regions and parameters to address regional 
differences. The time has come for our dairy industry to establish a supply 
management program. 


The 2007 Farm Bill should mandate improvements to the responsiveness of dairy 
farmer concerns regarding Federal Milk Marketing Orders. The Federal Orders serve 
as an important marketing structure which helps to provide dairy producers with 
minimum prices for their milk. However the order system should be streamlined so 
that it can respond quickly to necessary changes when or if marketing conditions or 
costs of production are altered. The process for obtaining administrative changes in 
the operation of the Federal Orders is much too slow. 


USDA has an integral role in protecting agriculture from the full impact of market 
conditions. There are many complex issues surrounding the structure of agriculture. 

We must have a vision for the future of our country’s agricultural industry and 
ensure that we support it with sufficient resources. 


Rene Bourdeau 
Swanton, Vermont 
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Jason Burt 

St. Albans, Vermont 




David McNall 
Fairfax, Vermont 


Dean Wright 
Enosburg Falls, Vermont 


Mike ITowrigan 
Enosburg, Vermont 
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Kirk Lanphear 
Hyde Park, Vermont 


Mark Parent 

St. Albans, Vermont 


V t -A - \ .. 

Brendan Schreindqrfer 

Enosburg Falls, Vermont 


Dan Gallagher ^ 
Swanton, Vermont 
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March 14, 2007 

To: Robert Sturm, Chief Clerk 

U. S. Senate Committee on Agriculture, Nutrition, and Forestry 
Room 328-A Russell Senate Office Building 
Washington, DC 205 1 0-6000 

From: Robert H. Drachman, Chair 
Rutland Natural Resources Conservation District 
141 East Road 
Tinmouth, VT 05773-1 106 

Subject: Written testimony in reference to the March 1 2 th hearing in Montpelier, VT on 
“2007 Farm Bill Opportunities for Vermont and the Northeast.” 

Outline of Concerns and Potential Solutions. 


Problem: Under the last Farm Bill and several before. Dairy Farmers in the Northeast 
with small or medium sized operations received inadequate payment for their milk 
threatening their continued viability. 

Analysis of Problem: 

—On-farm price of milk is determined by Federal Milk Marketing Orders (FMO). 
—Formula for this calculation is complex, has been called arcane and is not easily 
understood, this writer included. The remarkable complexity has discouraged useful 
oversight. 

—Over the years milk marketing conditions have changed drastically. Among other 
changes, currently a few processors have a near monopoly over on-farm milk purchases. 
-The FMO milk price is said to be a suggested minimum but rarely are payments greater 
than the promulgated minimum Order price. 

—In the recent past and often before, the FMO on-the-farm milk price has been less than 
the actual cost of milk production. Consequently, it should be no surprise that some dairy 
farmers fail and many struggle to survive. 

— The FMO milk price appears to be unresponsive to the very significant increase in on- 
the-farm cost of inputs, e.g. fuel, equipment, labor, and recently dry feed containing com 
among others. 

—As observed in the 1998 Report of the USDA National Commission on Small Farms 
(“A Time to Act?”) USDA policy favors large farms over viability of small and medium 
sized farms. Nowhere is this more painfully demonstrated than in the impact of the 
FMO pricing system on these farms. 

—Over many years of managed FMO milk prices dairy' farmers have received a 
progressively smaller percentage of the retail price of milk. 
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Potential Solutions: Since the FMO system forms the base for milk pricing on the farm 
major changes are essential to correct a very unbalanced economic structure. 
-Legislation to mandate changes in the FMO formulas is required to reflect regional 
differences in the cost of dairy farm inputs (e.g. fuel, feed, labor, insurance, etc.) and 
variations in the size and ownership of production assets. 

Arriving at Solutions: Request study of data for the current FMO system. 

—To what degree are there winners and losers in the present system and who are they? 
—Are public policy goals being achieved, i.e. assurance of a reliable, safe, and affordable 
milk supply for consumers? 

—Are small and medium dairy farms receiving sufficient income to continue operations 
and support farm families and rural economies. 

—Is income adequate to weather the uncertainties of growing conditions and the erratic 
behavior of on farm input costs? And other questions. 

—Some time ago Senator Charles Schumer of New York indicated in his website that the 
GAO had been requested to conduct a study of the FMO system. 

—Published descriptions of the FMO system often admit to its complexity but rarely 
acknowledge the problems for producers. One wonders if Agricultural Economists who 
may be beholden to the USDA suffer an unavoidable conflict of interest in viewing the 
FMO system. 

—Results of unbiased studies of FMOs should be used to formulate new algorithms for 
FMO determinations. 

Future Hopes for Small and Medium Dairy Farms in the Northeast. 

-Dairy farmers will receive a fair and sustainable price under the updated FMO system. 
-The current costs of farm inputs will become factors in the pricing equation. 

-Rather than compensatory payment programs for dairy farmers the general public and 
business community might more easily understand milk pricing based on objective costs 
of production. 


Submitted by: 

Robert H. Drachman, Chair 

Rutland Natural Resources Conservation District 
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John M. Meyer 
Chief Executive Officer 



olstein Association USA, Inc. 


1 Holstein Place, Brattleboro, VT 05302 -080f 
800.952.5200 • Fax: 802.254.8251 • www.holsteinusa.coir 


March 12,2007 


Robert Sturm, Chief Clerk 

U.S. Senate Committee on Agriculture, Nutrition and Forestry 
Room 328-A Russell Senate Office Building 
Washington, D.C. 20510-6000 

Dear Mr. Sturm: 

This letter is written with regard to "2007 Farm Bill Opportunities for Vermont and the 
Northeast". On behalf of the Holstein Association USA, Inc.'s over 30,000 members 
across the United States, many of whom reside in Vermont, we are pleased to present this 
written comment for the official hearing record. 

The dairy price support program should continue as a low-cost safety net for dairy farmers. 
It is a win-win for producers, processors, and consumers. 

The loopholes that have allowed for foreign milk proteins to come into this country have 
had a negative impact on Vermont's and the nation's dairy farmers. Complete component 
labeling of dairy products that incorporate any imitation or foreign-produced ingredients 
including casein and MPC (milk protein concentrate) is critical for quick and easy 
identification for consumers. 

Do let us know if you have any questions about our comments, or if we can be of any 
assistance to you on dairy related issues. 



236 


.VERMONT 


State of Vermont Agency of Natural Resources 

Department of Forests, Parks and Recreation ffaxj 802-244-1481 

103 south Main Street, 10 South [tdd] 800-253-0191 

Waterbuiy, VT 05671-0601 

www.vtfpr.org 


March 12, 2007 


Robert Sturm, Chief Clerk 

U.S. Senate Committee on Agriculture, Nutrition and Forestry 
Room 328-A 

Russell Senate Office Building 
Washington, D.C. 20510-6000 

Subject: March 12 lh Hearing on 2007 Farm Bill - Opportunities for Vermont and the 
Northeast. 

Dear Mr. Sturm: 

My name is Steven Sinclair and I am the Director of Forests with the Vermont 
Department of Forests, Parks and Recreation in Waterbury, Vermont. 

Vermont has a rich and vibrant history of forest management. The 80,000 forest 
landowners of Vermont share a commitment to the stewardship of the state’s forest 
resources, supporting a sustainable forest products industry. Conservation 
organizations cooperate with state and federal agencies to identify and conserve 
ecologically significant areas, while maintaining Vermont's working forest landscape. 

As Vermont's State Forester, I deal daily with the programs and services embedded in 
the Cooperative Forestry Assistance Act. These programs: Forest Stewardship, Forest 
Legacy, Urban and Community Forestry, Rural Development and Cooperative Forest 
Research, as well as landowner cost-share through the Forest Land Enhancement 
Program, are vital to maintaining what I like to call the 'natural security’ of this country - 
a sustainable forest system able to provide benefits and services for this and future 
generations, 

I would like to focus on several areas: 

1. What’s Working Well in Existing Farm Bill 

General consensus is that the Cooperative Forestry Assistance Act of 1978, as 
amended/2002 is working as intended. Key programs that should continue: 

• Forest Stewardship Program - This important program funds the work of the 
state forestry agencies with private landowners, from stewardship planning to 



Regional Offices: Barre • Essex Junction • Rutland • Springfield • St. Jonhsbury 
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technical assistance. Funding must remain robust for this program. The forest 
stewardship program must be maintained. Numerous studies indicate that the 
best way to reach forest landowners is through technical assistance. Forest 
stewardship programs enable state agencies to maintain highly trained and 
experienced staff to provide one-on-one technical assistance to landowners. 

• Forest Legacy Program - This has been one of the most effective tools to 
conserve private working forestlands, establish community forests, and otherwise 
support forest conservation. Now funding must dramatically increase for this 
program to keep pace with the new states joining the program and scale of need. 
Additionally, states need funding to support the easement monitoring and 
compliance requirements of the program to guarantee that goals are met over 
time. 

• Wildlife Habitat Incentives Program (WHIP) - This program has had a huge 
impact on forestlands. Maintaining funding from this program will help private 
forestland owners afford to implement wildlife habitat improvements. 

• Forestland Enhancement Program (FLEP) - The assistance that would be 
provided if FLEP were adequately funded would greatly help the states work with 
private landowners in our region to meet their stewardship goals. This program 
should be consistently and robustly funded. Perhaps nesting FLEP within the 
NRCS EQIP program is an option. 

• Urban and Community Forestry Program - All states have come to recognize 
urban and community forests as a critical component of our forested land base 
that serves many public purposes. The UCF Program should be well funded and 
other opportunities to support establishment and management of community 
forests should be explored. 

Other key ‘keeps’ include: 

• Provide stable funding for management and stewardship of private forestlands 
through the USDA Economic Action Programs and Landowner Assistance 
Programs, and/or new programs; 

• Adequately fund Forestry Research, particularly Forest Inventory and Analysis 
(FIA), urban forestry research, and development of new and existing low grade 
wood markets; 

• Provide incentives to encourage private landowners to provide public access on 
private lands for recreation. 

I would also like to recognize the important role that the USDA Forest Service and 
universities play in forestry research. We live in a global forest economy and must be 
innovative and technologically ahead of the curve to compete in this environment. 
Maintaining up-to-date information on the health and sustainability of our forests, 
through the annualized forest survey, wood technology and wood products utilization 
research, and updating silvicultural guides utilized by forest practitioners are ail valuable 
projects supported through forestry research. 
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2, Establish a framework for states to develop comprehensive forest resource 
plans and implementation strategies. 

States have developed many different, yet often overlapping, implementation plans for a 
variety of forestry and natural resource programs. Such plans include State 
Stewardship Plans, Forest Legacy Assessment of Need Plans, and Forest Land 
Enhancement Program Plans, among others. There lacks a clear framework within the 
Cooperative Forestry Assistance Act to package the suite of programs, their intended 
goals and outcomes, and priorities for implementation. 

New authorities in the 2007 Farm Bill would provide this mechanism for states to 
develop individual comprehensive forest resource plans and implementation strategies 
that would provide this much-needed framework. These comprehensive forest resource 
plans would bring together components of preexisting and sometimes overlapping 
plans, along with new priorities, to provide an overarching strategy for conserving forest 
resources in each state. The new authorities would establish broad goals and 
objectives to ensure a level of consistency among the states, while remaining flexible 
enough to allow states to address their unique priorities. 

In order for these comprehensive plans and implementation strategies to function 
successfully, they must be developed in concert with other governmental agencies, as 
well as private sector stakeholders. The advantage of this approach is that it facilitates 
investment from both the public and the private sector to carry out the implementation. 
Federal funds would be provided up front to help states develop the plans. 

State implementation strategies should address solutions to identified priorities through 
an action plan using existing program along with non-governmental efforts. In order to 
help provide balance to year-to-year appropriations for individual programs, the state 
implementation strategies should focus on a 5-year time period. 

An important element to each state's comprehensive forest resource plan is the 
identification of critical forest resource areas. These areas, identified in collaboration 
with other government agencies and non-governmental organizations, should represent 
areas of national and/or regional significance. Such critical forest resource areas may 
include: 

• Impaired forest ecosystems capable of restoration or recovery; 

• Critical forested landscapes at risk to significant levels of land use conversion 
and fragmentation that may be irreversible; 

• Forested landscapes highly disposed to producing a wide range of forest-based 
public benefits and services at regional levels; 

• Forests particularly susceptible or vulnerable to large-scale losses due to fire, 
insect and disease infestations, invasive species, or weather events. 
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3. Utilize EQIP as the primary mechanism for providing cost-share to forest 
landowners. 

Many groups have identified the Environmental Quality Incentives Program as the best 
available mechanism to provide individual landowners with cost-share assistance for a 
variety of forestry practices. While significant challenges remain in some states, much 
headway has been made in successfully applying forestry practices on the ground. We 
are making some progress in Vermont. EQIP enjoys broad support from agricultural 
and conservation interests, that help ensure continued funding for this billion dollar per 
year program. State Foresters will need to continue to work with State Conservationists 
and State Technical Committees to further the focus on forestry at the state and/or 
county level. A key for success is ensuring that forestry partners and others who 
support forestry are participating in the State Technical Committee and local working 
group process. 

Previous discussions on EQIP had explored the possibility of getting a national 
allocation for forestry within the program through legislation or an agreement with 
NRCS. 

4. Incorporate woody biomass utilization into ail pertinent areas of the Energy 
Title. 

Renewable energy has the potential to be a major factor in the 2007 Farm Bill. Vermont 
is currently participating in the 25x25 initiative, which has identified the 2007 Farm Bill 
as the first likely vehicle for enacting policy to move the county toward the goals of the 
initiative. It is important to ensure that forestry is considered an equal to agriculture in 
providing renewable energy solutions throughout the Farm Bill and to ensure that 
principles forest and natural resource stewardship are followed. 

Forestry in Vermont, as well as across the nation is at a crossroads. Can we manage 
this vast, renewable resource in a sustainable fashion? We should be secure knowing 
that our 'natural security' is supported through the programs of the 2007 Farm Bill. 

Thank you for your time. 


Sincerely, 

' J 

Steven Sinclair, 
Vermont State Forester 
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Broadband in the Farm Bill 


Make Rural Utilities Service Rural Broadband Access Loans and Loan 
Guarantees Available to Vermont 


AD Hoe Committee Members. January 2006 

Paul Costello, Executive Director, Vermont Council on Rural Development 
Chris Campbell, Telecom Director, Vermont Department of Public Service 
Tony Elliot, principal, Sovernet 

Tom Murray, Deputy Commissioner, Vermont Department of Economic Development 

Jack Hoffman, Executive Director, Vermont Broadband Council 

Rhonda Shippee, Business Programs Director, Vermont USDA Rural Development 


Despite the Governor's goal of universal broadband access by 2010 
and the efforts of state, non-profit and private sectors, Vermont 
businesses and communities have not benefited from the Farm 
Bill Title VI Rural Utilities Services (RUS) loan and loan 
guarantees program. Vermont advocates strongly for revisions 
to Title VI to make these resources accessible to Vermont communities 
and businesses. 


RECOMMENDATIONS 

1 . USDA RD RUS grants and loan guarantees should be available to middle mile (as well as 
last mile) providers so that they can build and extend back-bone systems at lower costs to 
smaller retail service providers, WISPs or other local ‘last mile’ distributors. 

2. RUS should provide greater flexibility in providing loans for equipment, start-up, 
operations and licensing to broadband providers working within rural areas that already 
have some services in place but lack coverage to the ‘last mile’ of the entire community 
or region. Service areas rarely conform to municipal boundaries, so federal funds, 
whether grants or loans, should be available to “unserved areas” rather than unserved 
towns. 

3. A criteria based on the level of “rural challenge” should provide for proportionally lower 
interest rates and increased risk to areas where the business case for broadband access is 
most challenging. 

4. RUS should 

a. Raise the acceptable level of risk for last mile providers in rural areas and for 
smaller loans (up to $500,000). 
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b. For loans of less than $1 million, eliminate current criteria requiring profitable 
operations in the two previous years or cash on hand equal to one year’s operating 
revenue. 

5. Communities or regional entities (development, investment or planning) should be able to 
apply for resources to provide broadband access in underserved areas. 

6. RUS should become more accessible by administering RUS funds from the field in each 
state, rather than from DC. This should be done, preferably, through a designated 
intermediary re-lending facility in each state (potentially Vermont Economic 
Development Authority or the Northern Community Investment Council in Vermont), or, 
at the least, through State Offices of USDA Rural Development. 

7. Redirect the resources of the ineffectual “Community Connect Broadband Grant 
Program” (which has never been accessible in Vermont) and/or a portion of the 
loan/guaranteed loan budget authority to provide a grant to each state government for 
distribution in sub-grants for broad-based broadband planning efforts and feasibility 
studies designing broadband solutions at the local, regional or state level. Identify a 
population threshold so that these grants will serve towns with the greatest needs: those 
with populations of under 5,000. 

8. Allow high-speed telecommunications support structures (such a towers, conduits, etc.) 
to be eligible for the USDA RD Community Facilities program if publicly owned and 
“open” to all private providers for use. 

9. Allow telecommunications support structures (such as underground conduits) to be 
included as an eligible ancillary cost in RUS funded water/wastewater projects. 
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Robert Sturm, Chief Clerk 

U.S. Senate Committee on Agriculture, Nutrition and Forestry 
Room 328-A Russell Senate Office Building 
Washington, D.C. 20510-6000. 

Written Testimony of the Trust for Public Land 
Dennis Shaffer, Northern New England Field Office Director 
To the Senate Agriculture Committee 
Farm Bill Opportunities for Vermont and the Northeast. 

March 12,2007 

On behalf of the Trust for Public Land, I am writing to offer comments to be incorporated 
into your deliberations as the U.S. Dept of Agriculture (USDA) develops its 
recommendations for the 2007 Farm Bill. 

The mission of the Trust for Public Land (TPL) is to conserve land for people to enjoy as 
parks, community gardens, historic and cultural sites, rural lands, and other natural 
places, ensuring livable communities for generations to come. In pursuing this mission, 
we work collaboratively with local communities, tribal governments, and diverse 
partnerships to protect the special places that define them. Through our Working Lands 
program, we have forged a strong partnership with the USDA Natural Resources 
Conservation Service and the US Forest Service and look forward to continued 
opportunities in the future. 

It is critical that the nation continue its modest but successful investment in agricultural 
conservation programs, for the benefit of the public in the form of cleaner water, 
additional wildlife habitat protection, preservation of community open spaces, and other 
benefits. 

There are several programs that deserve a strengthened investment by USDA in the next 
Fann Bill: 

CONSERVATION TITLE 

TPL strongly supports the reauthorization of the Farm and Ranch Land Protection 
Program, the Wetlands Reserve Program and the Grassland Reserve Program at 
significantly increased funding and acreage enrollment levels. While different from one 
another, together these programs ensure that critical natural resources such as wetlands 
and native grasslands are restored and protected while protecting farms and ranches from 
development. Continued economic viability of farms and ranches is extremely important 
to communities across the nation, as is clean water and open space protection. 

Over the last four years, TPL has successfully completed over 25 FRPP projects across 
the nation. As the program nears its final year as authorized in the 2002 Farm Bill, we 
want to highlight the incredible impact this program has had in specific communities 
across the nation, to point out the need for a significant increase in authorized funding 
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levels over the life of the next Farm Bill, and to commend your agency for its continued 
strong support of this important program. 

Nationally, the infusion of relatively consistent levels of federal farm and ranch land 
protection funds has leveraged more than two and a half times that amount in state, local, 
and private funding. Through this process, a uniquely American way of life has been 
protected and important agricultural lands have been conserved. Thank you for the 
Committee’s consistent support for this valuable program, which we hope will be carried 
over into the next Fann Bill. 

As you know, each year nearly two million acres of American farmland are lost to 
development. The loss of productive farmland in this way has an impact on local 
communities that is permanent and deep. By paving over farms, we are ensuring 
additional runoff, loss of wildlife habitat, higher infrastructure costs and other permanent 
changes. The NRCS Farm and Ranch Land Protection Program is the only federal 
program dedicated to preventing this from happening and must be reauthorized at 
significantly higher levels. Since the creation of the original program in the 1996 Farm 
Bill, the NRCS has helped protect 127,000 acres from conversion with voluntary 
conservation easements - keeping farmers on the land and contributing to their local farm 
economies. However, with the overwhelming public demand for additional farmland 
protection, and states committing more than $160 million a year in easement funding, the 
federal contribution is woefully inadequate. TPL joins with many other organizations in 
urging you to propose a significant increase for FRPP when the Committee drafts the 
next Farm Bill. We look forward to working with you during the coming months to 
modify specific areas, to ensure the smoothest possible implementation of the program 
for the benefit of landowners and communities. 

FORESTRY TITLE 

The next Farm Bill provides an extremely timely opportunity for us to address a serious 
trend affecting our nation’s private forests - most notably a dramatic increase in forest 
parcelization that is projected to escalate, according to the US Forest Service in its recent 
Forests on the Edge report. Forest parcelization compromises a wide range of public 
interests including public water supplies, opportunities for forestry and sugaring, wildlife 
habitat, hunting and fishing access, and other recreational resources. 

The recent sales across the country of industrial forest land and the accompanying 
management pressures have sparked an impressive series of conservation initiatives to 
assist communities in the creation of community forests, with a goal to advance, 
concurrently, economic and social objectives in these communities. 

One example of such an initiative is the Vermont Town Forest Project. TPL has been an 
active and enthusiastic participant in the Vermont Town Forest project and is currently 
working with partners, landowners and communities throughout Vermont to protect their 
forest resources for current and future generations. 
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One of the signature efforts of the Vermont Town Forest Project is TPL’s partnership 
with the Town of West Fairlee to help the community purchase an 1,200-acre town 
forest, the community’s first-ever town forest. The West Fairlee partnership an important 
example of the groundswell of interest TPL is seeing at the local municipal level for 
communities wanting to purchase and manage their own timberlands. The new 
“Brushwood Community Forest” will link with adjacent town forests owned by Fairlee 
and Bradford, creating a 3,300-acre economic, ecological, and social asset to the region. 
TPL and the Town of West Fairlee are working with landowners to identify willing 
sellers, purchase properties and secure options, and pursue the $2 million in needed 
funding from private donors and the Forest Legacy Program (FLP). This Forest Legacy 
project was top-ranked by the State of Vermont for FY 2008. 

While our major focus has been here in Vermont and throughout northern New England, 
TPL has worked with communities in other states, such as Montana and California, on 
the creation of community forests and believes it is a concept that will gamer significant 
interest and support. 

It is the groundswell of community support that TPL has witnessed firsthand for these 
projects that underscores the need to create a federal grant program to support local 
efforts on town forests, as proposed by the Vermont Town Forest Project, the Northern 
Forest Alliance and many other organizations. Therefore, we urge the Committee to 
include in its Farm Bill a Community Forest and Open Space Protection program. While 
from time to time a community forest project such as Brushwood Community Forest has 
been recommended for Forest Legacy funding, we believe it is important to create a new 
freestanding program separate from FLP that focuses solely on community ownership 
and management of forest lands rather than conservation easements on private lands. We 
stand ready to work with you to fashion a program that will succeed here in Vermont and 
in forested communities across the nation. 

Thank you for this opportunity to present testimony in support of the Committee’s efforts 
to enact a new Farm Bill that furthers conservation goals. 


Dennis Shaffer, 

Northern New England Field Office 
3 Shipman Place 
Montpelier VT 05602 



Respectfully submitted, 
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Testimony Mar 12, 2007 


Without a doubt this body is hearing much about the difficulties in the dairy industry'. 
Without distracting from other testimony, please allow me to direct your attention to the 
issue of price discovery and the dairy market. 

First, efficient markets are essential to the economy. To be efficient the market must be 
open both as to access and to information. Public outcry markets are usually considered 
the most efficient because anyone in the public may buy or sell and all have immediate 
access to the market information. Asymmetric access to information is both the hallmark 
of and cause of inefficient markets. When one group is given preferential access to either 
the market or to the sales data predatory practices proliferate. 

Examples of predatory markets, especially ones that are thinly traded, are multifarious 
and abundant. One such market was the energy market manipulated by Enron to the 
detriment of California a few years back. 

For many years commodity marketing was by public outcry in the pits. With the advent 
of electronic trading the markets are not transparent. Trades and market directions are 
not immediately disclosed. 

Recently the major markets are now being operated as stockholder corporations. They 
are now being operated for the benefit of the stockholders. As a result market 
information as to volume, prices, etc are treated as saleable products and have become a 
major source of revenue for the exchanges. Market information is now sold with 
increasing delays in posting for different subscription fees. Thus larger players have 
asymmetric access to the detriment of smaller market participants. 

The result is that when a smaller market participant buys or sells a product his 
information is stale. The party on the other side knows exactly how much the market 
either went up or down during the market delay period and thus knows whether to buy, 
sell, or transfer the sale to a “preferred” customer. As in the Enron case mentioned 
above, it becomes easy to manipulate the market up or down by “daisy chaining” sales 
within a small group. 

Would you be willing to join a poker game with four professionals when you have to 
turnover your cards before the other players had to decide whether or not to raise, call or 
fold? This is the developing situation in which farmers and their co-operatives find 
themselves in the markets. 

The argument will be made that these are private corporations that are entitled to sell 
their product (market information) to the highest bidder. This overlooks two important 
facts. 1 . It has always been a role of government to regulate markets for the common 
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good and to prevent fraud e.g. by the establishing weights and measures, to contract 
requirements, to securities disclosures. 2. Market information is not a private nor has it 
ever been private. Historically commodity markets are public auctions . The exchanges 
are only the auctioneer. Only with the development of computer market trading has the 
exchange moved from the open pit to the back room. Public, governmental, and 
participant interest require that these markets remain open and transparent, not subject to 
manipulation. We only need to look at what happened during the Russian grain deal a 
few years back to see what happens when there is asymmetric information and insider 
trading. 


Price Discovery 

Effective price discovery is the most necessary and important function of the dairy 
market. Without open price discovery efficient market allocation of milk supplies cannot 
occur. Currently the two major methods of price discovery' in dairy markets are the 
NASS (National Agricultural Statistics Service) survey of prices and the CME board 
prices. 

The NASS survey is based upon un-audited reported prices. The interest of the 
reporters may be contrary to accurate price discovery and the process generates mainly 
historical data e.g. not suitable for daily trade or timely market direction. 

The CME. 


Before examining the CME Class III prices let us first look at the milk production over a 
period of time. The attached chart shows milk production in 23 major selected states. 
Most notable is that the distribution of milk production follows the same seasonal pattern 
every year with an increase each year. This increase is not always the same for each 
month. Please observe the February levels for 2003, 2004, and 2005. 

Next compare the CME Class 111 prices for the same period. Although the milk 
production follows the same distributional pattern each year the milk prices vary 
illogically. For example from February through May 2004 the CME price shot up when 
milk production also was going up only to drop later when milk production was going 
down seasonally. This is contrary to the laws of supply and demand. Likewise from July 
2003 the price went up until October 2004 then dropped through Feb 2004 when milk 
production was going down. 

The pattern for 2005 and 2006 is also worthy of several notes. First, while the increase in 
production between 2004 and 2005 was significant, prices did not drop as much as they 
did for a smaller production increase between 2005 and 2006. 

Next the sudden change in volatility between 2003 - 2004 and 2005 - 2006 is indication 
that something else is at work. Whether this is a result of the CME going private in 2002 
and the CBOT in 2005 and in the increase in the delay in publication of market data 
should be investigated. 
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Basis 


Examining the spread between class prices in the Northeast Order I reveals that the basis, 
the difference between Class 1 prices and the CME board, decreased between 2005 and 
2006. 

Below is a chart showing the difference between 2005 and 2006 Class prices drawn form 
the December 2006 Order 1 Milk Market Administrator’s Report (MMA); 

Pg2 NE Order Statistics 2005-2006 annual 



2006 

2005 

Diff 

Class 1 

15.13 

17.65 

-2.52 

Class 2 

11.76 

13.48 

-1.72 

Class 3 

11.89 

14.05 

-2.16 

Class 4 

11.06 

12.88 

-1.82 

SUP 

13.53 

15.64 

-2.11 


As you can see the Class 1 price dropped $0.36 more than the Class 3 price. This is a 
decline in the regional differential at a time when fuel and transportation cost rose 
dramatically. 

Comparison of December to December values is even more dramatic. 


Class Price Factors MMA pg 1 (Dec to Dec??) 

$/cwt 2006 2005 Diff 

Class 1 15.68 16.82 -1.14 

Class 2 12.55 13.22 -0.67 

Class 3 13.47 13.37 0.10 

Class 4 12.30 12.57 -0.27 


While the Class 3 price went up $0.10 the Class 1 went down $1.14. This clearly gives 
the wrong market signal and is further proof that the Class prices are merging. 


While free markets often appear volatile and illogical, trading usually is volatile within a 
trading range. This range trends up or down for a while before changing direction. 
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When there is a paradigm shift, later data shows a change in fundamentals. The dramatic 
drop in the Class III price and the shrinking of Class 1 basis in the Northeast do not 
indicate such a change in fundamentals. Rather what we see is what we would expect in 
a manipulated market and is consistent with the decline in volatility noted above. 

Comparing the Boston Retail prices to the Class 3 price shows that the two prices are 
highly correlated and have the same distributional patterns. The sharp contrast between 
the long-term consistent relationship between these prices and the declining basis 
between the Class 3 and Class 1 pay prices show that there was not a change in the 
market fundamentals during this period. However this disparity with the declining Class 
1 differentials does supports the supposition that something is amiss. This divergence is 
what would be expected when the buyer has advance knowledge of the market and 
bought only when the market went down and not when it went up. 

Time does not allow for a more detailed explanation of why the market appears rigged as 
further explanation becomes more complex and technical. 


Northeast Market and “basis” 


Regional differentials are fighting words in some comers of the dairy industry. However 
they should be treated the same as “basis’" in other commodities. No one will argue that 
dairy producers in Vermont should pay the CME board price for com without also paying 
a regional differential for transportation i.e. “basis” points. Likewise there should be a 
basis between one milk market and another. The above erosion of the Class 1 basis 
coincides with the one-size fits all pricing structure in the last farm bill. It also coincides 
with the increase in the CME price reporting fees and market disclosure delays. 

The erosion of Class 1 differentials will result in the destruction of the northeast dairy 
industry' and will result in the consumer having to pay more for transportation of out side 
milk. Producers outside this region will not benefit price-wise because even now the cost 
of importing milk exceeds the marginal returns. See the Florida market to determine how 
much say Wisconsin benefits from a milk deficit region. 

There is no reason that northeast pay prices should not reflect the higher cost of 
production here and the transportation cost both of supplies and of competing milk 
supplies. 

Additional consideration must be given to the issue of food security. The loss of dairy in 
the northeast would put the largest concentration of population dependent upon 
transportation to get its food. Recently we had a large, though not the largest storm, 
disrupt transportation. Milk still flowed! Prudence calls for a regionally diversified milk 
and meat supply given the potential for bio-terrorism. 
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POPP 


It is hoped that accurate price discovery and publication is so obvious to all that it is not 
necessary to go further into this aspect now. A few words about the recent Dairy' Options 
Pilot Program (DOPP) are in order. 

Recently the government funded the DOPP Program to introduce to dairy producers the 
concept of forward pricing, risk management, and locking in cost / return margins. The 
hope is that with an active futures market price discovery and equity could be obtained. 
Unfortunately this program resembled a “lead the sheep to the wolves” strategy. Traders 
with the Black-Sholes formulas loaded in their blackberrys and up-to the minute data 
always knew the true price of an option. Sellers of puts, usually dairy processors, know 
what daily production is long before the NASS figures come out. The concept shows 
promise but will fail without equitable markets and timely access to information 
including more timely production figures. Market parity is needed before this strategy 
will work. 


Specific recommendations: 

1 . Carefully scrutinize the anti-trust implications of the CME, CBOT merger. The 
Department of Justice is currently considering this proposed merger. Consideration 
should be given to the following factors: 

a. The decline in competition generated by this merger 

b. Will this merger give more market power to the ag giants like Dean Foods, 
Cargill, Tyson, etc. to the detriment of the producers? 

c. Can the Commodity Futures Trading Commission adequately regulate this 
market which is 20% larger than the stock exchange with a budget of only 
13% of the Security and Exchange Commission (SEC)? 

d. What will the merger of the largest ag input market and product market mean 
to the consumers and producers? What is the implication of this vertical 
integration of the ag markets? Will this lead to the monopolization or 
oligopolization of the food supply with symbiotic relationships between the 
market operators and their biggest customers? 

e. As electronic trading progresses, what is the implication of one market with 
asymmetric disclosure of market data of the world’s most fundamental 
commodity, food? 

2. There should be an investigation of the dairy market to see if there is insider trading, 
price manipulation, or other illegal activity. The CME dairy markets in particular 
should be investigated because they are thinly traded and thus more vulnerable. One 
possible way is to compare current trading patterns not only with historical ones but 
also to other markets that are either known to be or not be manipulated. Surely the 
SEC can help with insider trading. (Martha Stewart anyone?) 
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3. Questions of jurisdiction over this investigation should be resolved by co-operation 
between and referral to the appropriate agency for any action required. 

4. Move to increase market transparency and symmetry between participants 
particularly with regard to equal access to information and disclosure. 

5. Increase the auditing in the NASS survey, possibly including data from the Federal 
Milk Marketing Orders to confirm accurate reporting. 

6. The lag between market prices and the price of milk only encourages wild production 
swings. When the price of milk moves in opposition to the market the wrong signal 
is given to producers. Consider ways to reform the pricing system. 

7. More emphasis should be given to regional pricing and to regional differentials 
(basis). The reasons why the Class 1 differentials are decreasing should be identified 
and addressed. 


Summary 

The asymmetric delay in availability of market data is contrary to the public interest. 
Northeast regional Class 1 differentials have decreased recently without any justification. 
More regional pricing diversity is needed. 

The proposed merger of the CBOT and the CME is not currently in the public interest 

There should be an investigation of possible price manipulation in the commodity 
markets. 

Better price discovery in the milk markets is needed. 


Respectfully submitted for your consideration 



Mark A. Boivin 
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